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Dear Supervisors:

AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF L 
DISTRICT TO TRANSFER PARK USE RESTRICTION AND REVERSIONARY

INTEREST FROM HAM PARK TO SUBSTITUTE PARK PROPERTY
(SECOND) (3 VOTES)

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD:

Find that the park use 
County-owned property now known as John D. Ham Memorial Park (Ham Park),
when said property was conveyed to the City of Lynwood (City), can be released
to allow for the construction of a new high school and transferred to comparable
real property to be acquired by the City for the construction of a substitute park.

Acting 
development of a , consider the
Environmental Impact Report 

District (District) (Attachment A) together with the environmental findings adopted
by the 

and reached your own 
proposed project and have 
adequately address the , and
adopt by reference the environmental findings previously adopted by the District
in connection with its certification of the EIR.

To Enrich Lives Through Effective And Caring Service
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EIR preparers 
Planning Department stated that this request should be submitted to the City i\lanager s Office.
Access to the 
betWeen the City and the District on 2001. To date , access to inspect the interior
of the strucrure has not been granted.

Regional Historical Setting

The project area i~ situated wIthin the historic boundanes of Rancho San .-\ntonio. One of the
earliest concessIOns granted by , the 29 513-acre rancho was bestowed upon
.Antonio i\laria Lugo in 1810. Lugo, the son of a soldier and early explorer of the region, ser\-
as alcalde (mayor) of the Pueblo de Los -\ntonio
adjoined the pueblo on the southeast and extended southward as far 

The character of the project area changed 
rule. Cattle ranching continued to 

death in 1860, Rancho San .-\ntonio was divided 
encompassing the present City of Lynwood , and was soon
sold. The property changed , and by the early 
day Lynwood was in the , Jonathan 
Slauson s holdings were acquired in , whom
Sessions bought out in 1891.

The vicinity of the current project area remained open 
until around the turn of the 
arrived in the late 1870s and , Sessions and 
formed the Lynwood Company, with plans to open suburban" home 
However, the onset of World War I brought the , and
Lynwood' s population grew 
dramatically in the years immediately preceding World War II.

Project Specific History

In discussing the early settlement of the Lynwood area, it has been determined that the Abbott
family was among the first s residence in 1889

which is still standing today. 

Daughters of the .American Revolution in 1956 reads

, "

House built by T.H. Abbott on Old
Lariat Rancho of the Nieto Grant;" however, no information 
course of these investigations to support the contention its present
location. This strucrure stands. as far as , on its original site.
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~eIther a Coumy nor a City of Lynwood original building permit exist for the .-\bbon resldence.
The 1889 date of 
Lynwood , and architectural elemems obser\' ed in the course of project fieldwork would 
to support this constructIon date. In June 1953 , the Coumy deeded the property to the City of
Lynwood \vith the provision that it 
annexed soon thereafter , 114). First established as , the park property
remained largely unimproved for more than a decade following its transfer from the coumy. 

June 1963. a 
imprm' ed park was renamed in honor of John D. Ham, a Lynwood businessman and former
councilman and mayor, and dedicated in 1967 , 280: Hooper 2001 , personal

communication).

In the fall of 1954 , a local women s group joined with Lynwood school stud 
Lynwood Allied .-\rt .-\ssociation. Its organizers first investigated a barn on the park proper~' for
\ssociation use , but when it , their attention 

.Abbott residence. The .-\rt ~-\ssociation successfully petitioned for , with
City backing, repairs were made to make it er tea in March 
house s opening and a -\merican
Revolution chapter was unveiled (Willard 1971 , 197; Anon. n. , 1).

The Abbott residence was used by the Lynwood 
1970s. It has been , 1; Willard 1971 , 195-199).
Lynwood Arts Association projects raised money through the years to maintain and update the
-\bbott residence. The house was threatened , when the Ci~' determined
that it was in need of $1 0 000 in repairs to bring it up to code. Members -\ssociation
objected strenuously, and , with 
assistance. Through the sale of donated 

building, it was 
remained unused since that time. , the newly 
-\rchitectural Features

The Haymer T. Abbott Residence

The .-\bbott house is an example of the American Four-Square residential form, reported to have
been built in 1889. It is a two and one-half story wood frame structure , nearly square in. plan
with a full width front porch and a 
porch and it currently in-place concrete foundation , the
house is clad with horizontal shiplap wood siding and sheltered by a hipped roof with slopes that

flare at the eaves. Oriented toward Wright Road to the bay principal
facade fearures a central entrance flanked by oversized \vindows. The 
windows are aligned with those of the lower story, and a hipped dormer is centered in the roof
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slope vertically aligned wIth the from , windows and doors are

enframed with wide , and all 
plywood. Behind some of 
discerned. The front entrance type door.

Fenestration in the north elevation of the 

v.rindow at the \vest end of the wall. 

only at the west end of the wall, with the exception of a 
corresponds \vlth an interior 
rear elention. 
framed windows and a slab-~'Pe door. clad roof and a
modern concrete deck. One 
missing. The pyramidal 

very deteriorated wooden 
scrolled false-rafters.

Alterations to the Abbott residence , replacement of windows and doors

and replacement of the original porch deck with one 
effects of deferred maintenance, such as deteriorated siding, roof shingles, and roof framing.

Additional Residential Structures

In addition to the Abbott residence , the proposed project would affect 47 

units located to the west of Ham Memorial Park. County Assessor s records and historic maps

indicate that residential development along Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard (formerly Century
Boulevard), and Louise, Walnut, and Cortland A\'enues in the vicinity of Ham 
commenced in the 1930s and continued through the 
builder vernacular forms , some of which 
general level of architectural! stylistic integrity of 
and in most cases , including re-sruccoing/ residing, replacement

of original \vindows and room additions. .

-\s with the residences adjacent to the proposed project, the industrial buildings located to the

east of Wright Road represent development over the past 60 
the World War II era and other were erected as recently as the 

Archaeological Resources at the Project Site

The presence. extent, and 
proposed for school development 

-\bbott proper~'. and its function as an , there is a reasonable probability that

wells , pri\;es, trash deposits , structural foundation remains , or other features 
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below the surface. .-\dditionally, research has indicated that several residennal propernes located

within the project area to the west of Ham to 1950

.At the request of the Native , a sacred lands 

performed for the proposed project. 
for relevant information, and no information was 

3.4. Regulatory Framework

Historical significance may be determined at the national, state , or local leyels. In order for a
building to qualify for , the California Register, or as a locally

significant proper~. , it must meet .one or more of the 
architectural integn~. to 
historically associated.

National Register of Historic Places

The National 
recognized for their 
Criteria for Eyaluation offer "an authoritative guide to be , and local

gO\' ernments, priyate groups, and 
indicate whar properties should be considered for protection from destruction or impairment

(NPS 1998). To be eligible for the listing in the National Register, a resource must be significant

in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, or culture. Districts , sites , buildings,

structures, and objects of potential significance , design,

setting, materials. workmanship, feeling, and association. A property is eligible for the National
Register if it is 
Register arc the same as the State , listed

below in section 3.4.3). A proper~- 

these criteria. In addition, unless the property possesses 

least fif~' years old to be eligible for National Register 

Listing in the National Register does not in itself provide protection of an historic resource. The
primary effect of National Register listing for the owners of historic buildings is the 
of financial and tax incentive. In addition, for projects that receive federal funding, the Section

106 process must be completed. ' State and local laws and regulations may apply to properties

listed in, or , the National , demolition or 

alteration of a National Register may be subject to CEQA.

The criteria for eligibili~' to the National 
model for the California 

local preser\.ation ordinances. and pro\;.de the highest standard for evaluating the 
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historical resources. \x;hile a 

state level if it does not meet , one that does is clearly significant.

California Register of Historical 

In 1992, the California 
The California Register is used as a guide by State and local agencies , private groups, and citizens

to identify the State s historical resources and to indicate what properties are to be protected, 

the extent feasible, from substantial adverse change. The California Register, as instituted by the

California Public Resources Code (PRC), 
listed in the National Register and those formally determined to be 
the State Im-entory of 

Landmarks and State Points of Historical 
various other types of historical resources which meet the criteria for eligibili~-, including

Indi,-idual historic resources

Resources that contribute to an historic district

Resources identified as significant in historic surveys

Resources with a significance rating of Category 3 through Category 5 in the State

InventOI'\'

The criteria for listing in the State Register 
above (Criteria A through D , listed below in section 3.4.3).

City of Lynwood Historic Designations

The Ci~. of Lynwood General Plan does not currendy include proyisions for City designation of
historical properties.

3.4. Thresholds of Significance

A project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the 
that may have a 
significant impacts to historical, cultural, or 
impacts that would do any of the following:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined

in Guidelines ~ 15064.

Cause a substantial adyerse change in the significance of an archaeological resource

pursuant to Guidelines ~15064.5

Disturb any human remains , including those interred outside of formal cemeteries

3.-+- LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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-\ prop ern- must meet at least one of the 

CaliforIUa Register or National Register 

Cri/mOIl.-l- It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of California s histOry and cultural heritage

Criterion B--It is associated with the 

Cri/mOIl lt embodies the distinctive . period, region, or
method of construction , or represents the work of an importam creative mdi\'iduaL or
possesses high artistic value

Cn"terioll lt has yielded, or may yield, information importam in prehistory or history

3.4.4 Project Impacts

Significant Impacts

Impact CR- Relocation of Abbott Residence could 
resource.

The Abbott 
under criteria .\ and C. 
National 
~lemorial Park site would occupy a substantial portion of the 
where the 
necessitate the relocation of the Abbott Residence.

The California Register criteria mirror those of the National Register, and all histOrical resources
eligible for l1sting in the National 

Therefore, if the Abbott , or officially , the
National Register as discussed above, then it would automatically be listed in the 
Register, the reasons being those described in section 3.4. , above. Therefore , since the house
appears eligible for the National Register it likewise appears 

Criterion .1. The .-\bbott residence is associated with the early settlement of the Lvnwood area in
the post-rancho era , as the vast plains to the south of the 
divided into farm plots and small 
completed rail lines. The .-\bbott family was prominent farmers and educators for whom a road
in Lymvood was named. The .-\bbott house is believed to be the oldest surviving residence in
the City of Lynwood, and is among only a handful in this part of the coun~' that 
area s early .-\nglo-American settlement and agricultural origins. 
this period in the community s history. For its 
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Lynwood, the Abbott 
Historic Places under Criterion A.

The house is 
patterns of California s history and 
Lynwood' s pioneering earliest existing residence.

Although the integrity of the 
remonl of , and other changes brought aboUt by the

development of Ham i\:Iemorial Park and the surrounding neighborhood, the physical integri~'

of the .-\bbott Residence itself remains good. 

sufficient to m'erride the fundamental significance of the resource, and relocation of the _-\bbott

Residence to a nearby and comparable 
impact to the property.

Criterion C. The .-\bbott residence also appears 

, as embodying the distinctive 
Victorian example of the American Four-square residential form. 
gained populari~- among American nineteenth century, and 

employing this general form continued to be 
century. aried over time as tastes changed.

Today, very few examples of this , particularly from the 

century, sUI'\;ve in the region. 

type and period of construction, and continues to evoke a sense of rural life in the 

the area s history. The house 
abodes of rural agriculrurists living well removed from the high styles and 

Although the integrity of the historical setting of the Abbott 
by the modern development of the surrounding neighborhood and park, and modifications and

deferred maintenance have affected the , overall the building

continues to convey its historical 
residence in the City of Lynwood. , the original

placements and trtm have been retained, and using existing , the

original condition could be replicated. The 
Four-Square form of Victorian vernacular architecture.

Based on an exterior visual inspection, it 

structure (Greenwood and Associates 
to a nearby and comparable setting would maintain the strucrure s historic integrity. Preliminary

site plans indicate that the proposed 

to the west, near the intersection of Duncan and Walnut. However, the relocated position of

the structUre has not been finalized. , then
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thts would effect the structure s historic integri~'. In addition, relocation of the structure would
potentially result In the loss of physical e-related dama?t' and or
Inappropriate alterations. These impacts would be 

Mitigation Measures

CR-

CR-

CR-

CR-

The .-\bbott Residence shall be relocated on the project site , as close to 
location as 

prm-ided around the structure, in order to 
location.

The rear addition on the , and tills
portion of the structure does not need to be , if the rear addiuon
is not relocated, then the rear of the main structure 
remainder of the original structure.

Comprehensive documentation of the Abbott 
the commencement of any relocation, alteration , grading, and or demolition. The
record shall be consistent with Historic ey (H.-\BS) lenl 2
standards and include description of the 
conditions , both historic and current, through site plans , histonc maps , photographs.
written data , and text, and shall include:

1. Written -\BS Narrative Format) 
historical significance of the 

context and the 
information about the Abbott family and 

.. 

included.

Photographic documentation ations and 
character-defIning features. Photographs 
archinl processed, taken by a 

recordation of historic buildings , and prepared in a format consistent with HABS
standards for large format and field photography.

Resulting HABS 
Department of Planning who , and other local 
public and 
documentation for public use.
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CR-

CR-

-\ permanent, on-site interpretive display presentIng the history of the properry and
possibly incorporating excerpts from the 
\VIthin an area of the project accessible to the public.

Due care shall be exercised in relocating the Abbott Residence and impacts from the
moving procedure will be mitigated through a policy of adherence to the 

the Interior s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Histonc
Buildings 
affect the structure s fabric and appearance shall 
of adherence to , as ard the

rehabilitation and reuse of the ~-\bbott Residence.

Implememation of Mitigation 1 through CR-6 would reduce impacrs on historic

resources described under Impact CR- 1 to less than significant. As noted above , when interior
access and inspection is ayailable, if it is determined that relocation of the 

then demoliuon of the strucrure would result in a significant and unavoidable impact.

Impact CR- Development of the 

potential impacts to unknown archaeological resources.

The .-\bbott Residence was reportedly built in 1889 and, while possibly moved from an 
location , is documented as 
of a barn located near the house , within the Ham Memorial Park property.

The presence , extent, and significance of subsurface 
within the area proposed for school 
the historic .-\bbott property, and its function as an , there is a reasonable

probabili~' that wells, privies, trash deposits , strucrural foundation remains, or other features
may be present below the 

. properties located within the project area to the west 
prior to 1950. 
-\lthough there are no known or suspected , potential impacts to
unknown resources may occur. Therefore , potential impacts would be significant,

, ~

Mitigation Measures

CR-

CR-

The Lynwood Unified 
archaeological monitor to , grading, trenching, tree
remm" , and other exca,'ation on the project site in 

I f , features, or human 

encountered, and they cannot be avoided, work in the 

-+-
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suspended. In such an event, an archaeologist recommended by the State 
Preser\' ation Office will conduct a sUr\"ey of the 

-\ 

detemunation will then be made as to ey findings. If
considered significant, the ed and 
professional actions taken in accord 'with established professional practices.

Implementation of 7 and CR-8 would reduce impacts on archaeological
resources described under Impact CR-2 to less than significant.

Less-than-Significant Impacts

John D. Ham Memorial Park

Ham ~Jemorial Park was established on land transferred to the City 
-\ngeles

Coun~' in 1953. John D. Ham Memorial Park was 1960s on land set aside
for park use by the County of Los 
and other ngetation \vithin the park are reponed to 
project around the Abbott 
plan rings relating to the historic 

l\Jemorial Park is believed to have significandy modified the historic landscape, through filling
and grading of a substantial depression that occupied roughly half of the prope~' , construction
of , ball cOUrts, playground, , and modern
landscaping, and the integri~' of the 
impro\"emems , such as the recreation building, , playground , ball courts , and much
of the landscaping, were not completed until the mid-1960s. The park property does not meet
the 50-year age requirement for recognition as an historical resource, nor does it 
qualities of design necessary to be considered historically 
for federal or State recognition and 
-\bbott residence. Therefore , development of John D. Ham Memorial Park to school use would
be a less- than-significant impact to historical resources.

Ham Memorial Park Neighborhood

The proposed High School development , would result in the
demolition of 47 ' adjacent to 
Louise. and Walnut Avenues, and Martin Luther King Jr. 
range in their dates of construction from the 
mid-century stylistic attributes. Development 

particular trend, era, e\"ent, or series of events, or historical pattern, but rather, represents
developmem oyer the course of 
outstanding architectural features. and research has 
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assoCIations for the neighborhood, or any individual residences , which would override theIr lack

of architectural merit and integrity.

t-.Iost of the houses 

those proposed for demolition to the west, north, and south are of comparable age and mtegri~'

as are the light industrial buildings that stand to the east of Ham Memorial 

their relatinly recent construction, and/or 
histOrIcal associations , impacts from project-related demolition of the 27 residences are regarded

as a less- than-significant impacts to historical resources. Additionally, 

impacts to the remaining fust tier of buildings are also considered 

The residential structures that would remain immediately beyond the limits of proposed school
development, along Cortland, Louise, Walnut, and Duncan Avenues , and Martin Luther 

Boule\-ard, share a common history of development with those properties slated for demolition.

The Ham , nor is it
significant from the perspective of itsarchitecrure and/ or urban 

3.4. Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact , in conjunction

with three new , a new middle school, expansion of Agnes 

Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary 

existing schools , and renovation of existing schools, combined with development in the Ci~' of

Lynwood and the adjacent communities. Development of the related projects could 
demolition of , some of which , and

therefore could be considered historic 
Residence discussed above) have been 
development and expansion sites. However, to the extent that any such 

in the furure, impacts &om the demolition of historic or potentially historic structures would be

site-specific and would be addressed through project-specific environmental review. Therefore

cumulati,-e impacts would be less than significant.

Grading and excantion for building 
archaeological resources. The City and 

soils, which 
Standard conditions of approval 

disco,-ery of buried , cumulative impacts would be less than

significant.

3 A- LUSD Proposed New High School ErR



; (:It (JI(~~: ~1I:.

Geology and Soils

This section describes existing geologIc and soil , and e\' aluare~

potential project-related impacts from those 

project (included in .-\ppendi." A) determined that the project 
within an area of known 
alternam-e waste disposal systems. In addition, the Initial 
lillpacts related ro 
therefore focused on the potential for the proposed project to be affected 
result from 
erosion project construction and operation. This 
Geotechrucal Investigarion Report, prepared by , 2001).

The Geotechnical Investigation Report provides information on the 

project site. This report is 
District offices , located at , Lynwood, C-\ 90262.

Existing Conditions

Regional Geology

The proposed project site is located in the eastern portion of the Ci~' of 
The Ci~' of Lynwood lies within the central area of the ~oastal Plain of the Los Angeles 
The major landform 
betWeen the Pacific and -\merican Plates that took places approximately 2.5 million years
ago. The 

mountain/nlley topography that , and
sedimentation.

The Santa i\Ionica I\Iountains , which form the northern boundary of the Los Angeles Basin , are
parr of the Transverse Ranges , which is 
trending fault5, folds , and mountain ranges. The , which
form the , are part of the Peninsular 

Geomorphic Province , which is characterized by northwest-southeast trending faults , folds , and
mountaIn ranges. Both of these provinces are considered to be 

Local Geology

The Ci~' of Lynwood local , wherein the
principal rock units underlying the study area consist of a succession of sedimentary formations
of the Tertiary age (t\VO million to 65 million years ago) to the 000
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years ago). The formatlons are of marine and 

reglOnal unconfortrutles (the erosIOnal surface between rock uruts).

The is located about 15 atlon of

approximately 75 to 85 feet above mean sea ey fl'-SG5J
Topographic , California, 1964 photore\;sed , the

topography is relati\-ely flat with no significant change in elevation across the site.

The site is cO\-ered with existing residential buildings. communi~' buildings at the park. asphalt
concrete pavement, concrete . grass , and trees. Evaluation of the 
subsurface materIals at the project site is based , and laboratory
tests performed by Com-erse Consultants. Undocumented fill 
feet underlie the project site. These fill ious construction.
The fill 
materials are underlain by native alluvial soils to the maximum explored depth 5 feet below
existing ground surface. The alluvial soils , sil~- sand, and silt.
Site soils underneath the fills ha\-e low to moderate 
mOIsture.

Geological Hazards

The project site is located within a 1). However, there are
no known 

situated within a currently designated State of California 

(Regional Faults .-\ffecting Lynwood) presents nearest distances of the site from 
active faults. Of those , the nearest known active fault zones considered to
be most active are the Compton Thrust, Elysian Park Thrust, Newport-Ingle\vood, and Whittier
fault zones , located approximately 0.4, 4. , 4. , and 10. 6 miles from the SIte , respectively.

.According to the Official Maps 

the proposed site is located within an , or where
local. geotechnical, and groundwater conditions 
displacements as a result of seismically-induced ground shaking (CDMG 

Faulting and Seismicity

Generally defined, an 
seismic waves when movement occurs along a fault. 
Los .-\ngeles Basin are governed by , a product of 

continued motion between the Pacific and North American 
the energy produced by this motion is stored by the San Andreas Fault. The remaining energy 

~ - ').;).
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distributed through monmem on trendtng 

subparallel to the San _-\ndreas system and erse Ranges.

Fault Name Distance from Site to Fault Ltrthquake Mommt
Maximum Peak Horizontal

(miles) MagnitJlde (Mw)~'
GroJlnd Acceleration (g)

Compron Thrust 0.4 1.04

Eh-sian Park Thrust

~ ewporr- Inglev..'ood

\'\hinier 10.

Palos Yerdes 11.9

Hollnvood 14. 6.4

Ra\' mond 14. 6.5

Verdugo 14.

Santa Monica 17.

Sierra Madre 19.

San Jose 19.

TABLE 3 REGIONAL FAULTS AFFECTING L YNWOOD

Approrimate Minimum Site Ma:rimam Credible

!\Ia.\:lffium credible e:l!thguake ,. the 
capable of occumnl! under the present!.. known p:l:ologlc framework. cs no reprd 10 probabili(\' (i.e. within a tOO-year pmod).

Sourcc; 

Seismic Setting

The faulting and 

The San Andreas Fault zone separates two of the major tectonic plates that comprise the earth'
crust. 
northwesterly direction relative to the 

Fault zone. This relative 

in western California. The San Andreas Fault 
north of the Transverse Ranges Province, the fault trends more in an east-west direction, causing

a north-south compression 

California has been estimated from five to 20 millimeters/year (SCEC 
has produced rapid uplift of many of the mountain ranges in Southern 

There are numerous faults in the Los , poten~y

active, and inactive. A fault is 

(during the last 11 000 years) or is included in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone 

established by the California Division of Mines and Geology). A is classified as potentially

active if it has experienced movement within Quatemary time (during the last 
Faults that have not moved in the last 1.8 million years are generally considered inactive. Surface

displacement can be recognized by the 
, terraces, offset stream
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courses , fault troughs and saddles , the alignment of depressIOns , sag ponds , and the 

steep mountain fronts.

The severity of an earthquake is generally expressed in . The

energy released, or the Richter scale, represents the magnitUde of an earthquake. 

of an earthquake , which 

current seismic em-ironment at the subject site and measures 
to damage done to strucrures , changes in the earth surface , and personal accounts. Table 3.

Relationship Berween Greatest Measure Intensi~' and Magnitude , compares the 

the Richter magnitude scale.

TABLE 3. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN GREATEST 
AND MAGNITUDE

Ricbter
Modified
Mercalli Description

Magnitude (M) Intensity Scale

Detected by only sensitive instruments.

Felt by a few people at rest.

III
Felt noticeably indoors, but not always recognized as a quake:

vibration like a passing truck.

Felt indoors by many and outdoors by few.

Felt by most people. Some , and

plaster.

Felt by all; falling plaster and chimneys; damage small.

VII Damage to buildings varies; depends on quality of construction.

VIII
Walls, monuments, chimneys fall; panel walls thrown our 

frames.

Buildings shif~ off foundations; foundations crack; ground cracks;
underground pipes break.

Most masonry and frame strucrores destroyed; ground cracks;
landslides.

Ground fissures; pipes break; 
remain standing.

XII
Damage total; wayes seen on ground surface; objects throv,'n into

the air.

Source: l\illckdr :"tomic Energy Commission. TID7024. from City of \ 19%.

Ground motions are often also measured in percentage of ' 32 feet

per second per second on the earth. 

skydiver would experience during free-fall. An 

from 0-60 miles (0-97 km) per hour in approximately 

Recent rensions incorporated by the State into the California 
based on recommendations identified by the 
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:\ssociation of California, require that the moment , identified on Table 3. 21 of

the "characteristic earthquake" be used in 
new criterion for , the " size" of the eanbquake 

particular fault 
reliable descriptor of furure fault activity than 

would be required by State 
cntena.

According to the California Building Code 

Zone 4. 

earthquakes (Richter magnitude greater than se\.en) and recent high le,'els of seismici~.. ~lajor
damage corresponding to 
should be expected within this zone.

An analysis of the maximum credible earthquake and associated 
nearby faults was performed as part of the geotechnical investigation 

The 1. Based on , a peak

horizontal ground 

should be expected 

associated with the Compton Thrust fault zone.

Past Seismic Activity

The project area has experienced seismic 
of the historical seismic events , the most significant ground shaking occurred at this site in 1855
due to a reported magnitude 6.3 earthquake associated 'With the Raymond 

historical data, the site may 
27g.

Groundshaking

The major is groundshaking. The 
ground motion expected at a particular site depends upon the magnitude of the earthquake, the
distance to the epicenter, and the geology of the area between the epicenter and the property.
Greater movement can be , such as
alluvium, \\o:ithin close proximity 

magnitude. Table 3. 2 above describes the relationship between the Richter 
and the effects of groundshaking.
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Liquefaction

Seismic ground shakIng of relatively loose. granular soils that are saturated or submerged can
cause the soils to 
relatively loose, granular soils that are saturated or submerged can 
temporarily behave as a dense fluid. 

pore water pressure due to seismic densification or other 
soils.

Soil liquefaction occurs in 
There are se,-eral requirements for liquefaction to occur. , primarily

granular. and contractive, that is , loose to medium-dense. Ground motion must be 
the duration of shaking must be sufficient for the soils to lose shear 

Surface soils on site are not susceptible to 

shaking because the site soils below the groundwater table contain 
dense silty sand and firm to hard fine-grained 
subsurface soils below the groundwater table at depths of 20 to 60 feet are not liquefiable under
the anticipated ground shaking.

Localized areas at depths between 20 and 25 feet or 46 w the existing ground
surface , site soils are marginally 

Surface manifestation is not likely to occur at the site.

Seismic Settlement

Seismically induced differential settlement occurs 

densifying during stIong shaking from an earthqUake. Field samples and sampling blow counts
indicate that the , with the exception of , are

predominately medium dense to dense and are not 

The tOtal 5 inches. The

differential settlemem due to seismic shaking can be anticipated to be less than 0.5 inch.

Soil Erosion

Erosion refers to the removal of soil from 
effects of erosion are , it gains

momentum to 
velocity of water), and by the , which leaves the soil exposed. 

improvements . such as payed roads and buildings, 

covered, soil is no longer exposed to the elements,
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Lateral Spreading

Seismically induced lateral spreading involves primarily lateral movement 

to ground shaking. It differs from the oh-ing

large movement does not occur due to the 
surface. Lateral spreading 

mo'\' emenr of the soil 
,-icinity of the site is relatively flat. , the potential for lateral spreading at .
the subject site is considered very low.

Expansive Soils

E).,l'ansin soils are narurally occuiring lying regions and flood 
Expansi,oe soils , such as clay, will tend to expand as it absorbs water and is drawn
away. The 

low expansion potential.

Regulatory Framework

The City of Lynwood General Plan 
and pro'.Jdes ways to reduce the risk of property damage , injury, and loss of life associated with
living in a densely de,oeloped urban environment such as Lynwood. This element is discussed 

detail in section 3. , Land Use Regulatory Framework.

Uniform Building Code/California Building Code

The State of California 

Building Code (CBC). The CBC is based on the Unifonn Building Code 
modified for , and is generally by-jurisdiction
basis.

The UBC 
seismic hazard potential. There are four , including Seismic Zones 
through 4 , with Zone 
potential. The 
required to comply with all design standards applicable to Seismic Zone 4.

Chapter 23 of the CBC contains requirements specific to seismic 

regulates excavation, foundations, and retaining walls. Chapter 33 of the CBC contains 
requirements pertainiri.g to site demolition, excavation, and construction to protect people and
property from hazards ins and falling 
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materials. Chapter 70 of the CBC , including drainage and 
control.

Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) 

Site safety requirements are generally based on the OSH.. -\. .-\pplicable

specifications prepared by 

(Depamnent of Labor , shoring, and
trenching.

Thresholds of Significance

Project impacts would be considered significant if any of the following 

Expose people or structures to potential substantial , including the risk of
loss , injury, or death inyolving strong seismic ground shaking, ground failure or

landslides

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project

Be located on expansive soil

Project Impacts

Results of the Geotechnical Investigation indicate that the site is 

standpoint for the proposed development, provided that the recommendations of the report are
incorporated into the design and construction o~ the 

Significant Impac~

Impact GEO-l: Construction 
wind and water erosion.

De"\'elopment of proposed school facilities 

grading, followed by construction of 

grading, and compacting associated with construction of structures, modification/relocation of

underground utility lines, and landscape/hardscape installation could expose large areas of soil to

erosion by wind or water during these construction processes. The project site is 

which would reduce disturbing activities associated with

demolition and construction would be 
significant alteration of significant natural topographic features that could increase or exacerbate
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erOSIOn. Specific erosion impacts would 

time soils are subject to conditions that would be affected by erosion processes.

Because the proposed site is greater than 5 acres in size, the proposed project is subject to the
provisions of the General Construction Activity StoImwater Permit adopted ater
Resources Control Board , retain, and
implement at the construction site, a StoImwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
must , the , runoff water 

monitoring, means of waste disposal, implementation of approved local plans, control of post-
construction sediment and , maintenance responsibilities, and non-
stormwater management controls. Inspection 
required to identify 
implement controls where 
effects from erosion.

All demolition activities would also be required to comply with CBC Chapter 33 standards 
demolition; compliance with these requirements would ensure 
measures , such as reinforcement and shoring, designated construction zones, bamers , and other
methods, to anticipate and 
building site instability and falling debris during construction activities 

induced event).

Mitigation Measures

GEO- The developer for the proposed project shall submit a Notice of Intent (NOl) to the
SWRCB for coverage under the Statewide General Construction Activity Stormwater
Permit and shall comply with all , including the preparation
of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. Construction 

an erosion control plan that will include the following:

Erosion control methods to stabilize 

. .

' For landscaped playing fields and open space , installation of landscaping as
soon as possible but no later than 60 days 

grading, to minimize erosion potential

Implementation of this measure would reduce impacts on soil erosion to less than significant.

Impact GEO-2: Ground shaking associated with a major 

persons and property to potential hazards.

As previously stated in section 3. 1 (Existing Conditions), it is probable that the project site
would be affected by at least one moderate to large earthquake during its 
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high probabili~- of a maximum probable 25 occurnng on the San

-\ndreas Fault 'within the next 100 years. An 

since it has a high probability of occurrence and s "great
earthquakes. Howe\' , because the fault is approximately 45 miles to the northeast 

ground motion in Lynwood, and at the project site, would not be greater than other regions in
the Los Angeles 04 g should be 

the project site due to an earthquake of moment magnitude of 6.8 associated with the Compton
Thrust fault zone, which is located approximately 0.4 miles from the site. 

groundshaking at any of the proximate 

property due to 
impacts would be less than significant.

As required by the , specific

engineering design and construction measures would be implemented to anticipate and avoid the
potential for 

groundshaking. 
supenrision of a Califomia-certified Engineering Geologist (CEG). 
studies to address the anticipated ground , the potential for on-
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse, The 
interpreted field data in the context 
made recommendations for the abatement of geotechnical 

Mitigation Measures

GEO- Project construction 
Investigation Report, prepared by , 2001
shall be , but are not 

complete demolition and removal of existing 

fill materials; observation of all 

fill, pavements, and slabs by the 

adequate drainage to reduce percolation of water into structural 
soils. In addition, adherence to applicable building codes, including the most recent
seismic design standards would mitigate the potential for damage to structures 
safety risks to building occupants.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-2 would reduce impacts from 

due to local soil conditions to less than significant.
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Lell~han-Significant Impacfi

The geotechnical report identified that the 
eA,l'ansion potential. Therefore , risks associated with development on expansive 
less than significant.

Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact 

with three new , a new middle 

Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary classrooms with pennanenr 
existing schools , and renovation of existing schools, combined with development in the City of
Lynwood and the adjacent communities.

Projects developed in the City of Lynwood and the adjacent 
potential geologic hazards related to soil and other conditions and individual 

, and
ground shaking from seismic events on 

affected by related development would be exposed to geologic and soil 
their location within the City (i. , the school age population would be located at existing schools
or new , new structures would be built according to the post recent and
more modem 
recommendations in project 
would be subject to city 

hazards and seismic risks to less than significant.

Although most of the related projects are 
generally minimal, potential erosional impacts during construction of the proposed project, in
combination with potential erosional impacts associated with related project development

, could
cumulatively increase soil erosion and 
impacts are adequately mitigated. However, it is 
incorporated into. individual projects as a result of the 
erosion stonnwater 
comply with the provisions of the Standard Urban Stormwater 
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, which would minimi7:e the potential for
erosion during construction and operation of the facilities. Compliance with this permit process
in addition to standard erosion 

, would minimi7: effects from 
Therefore, cumulative impacts on erosion would be less than significant.
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The Initial of 
determined that the project is not in proximity to an airport, and is in an urban area that is nor
subject to wildland fires. Therefore, this EIR section is focused on storage and use of hazardous
materials at the project site, the potential for limited on-site 
adjacent industrial uses , and effects on emergency response and e,.acuation plans. This 
relies upon information provided in a Preliminary EnvironmentaL-\ssessment 
e,-aluates histOrical information for site.
establishes a field sampling and analysis program to identify the narure and extent 
waste/ substances that may be present , and estimates the potential threat to public

health and or the , if any, at the site. The 
incorporated in its entirety by reference in this EIR and is 
located at 11321 Bullis Road, Lynwood, CA 90262. The PEA process 
consultation with the Department of Toxic Substances Control 

Existing Conditions

The proposed site is bordered by the following:

Aorlb--Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, beyond which are single-family residential
propemes

South--Cortland Street, beyond which are single- family residential properties and a

mobile home park

East-Wright Road, beyond which are commercial and industrial uses

If)"est-Louise Walnut, and Duncan Streets , beyond which are residential properties

The general vicinity of the project rim:!ri1y single-family residential properties to the
north, west, and south. The 
light industrial facilities.

Emergency Response

Short-term responses to accidents caused by hazardous substances (e.g., fire, explosion, spills)

are provided by the 

equipment required by the Occupational 
hazardous situations. If is needed, assistance is provided by the 
material T earns of the 

emergency response plan for the City of Lynwood designates Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
immediately north of the proposed site as an evacuation route.
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Historical Review of the Project Site

reyiew of , 1902, 1942, 1964, 1972, and 1964

(photorevised 1981) provides information on 
sw:rounding areas were gradually developed between the early 1900s and 

dwellings. In addition, by 1962, commercW/industtial facilities 

1899 and 1902 USGS Maps

The proposed site is depicted as being located within an undeveloped area 
Workman and Lynwood. The map mile of
the proposed site. The adjacent 

within an undeveloped area with scattered strucrures.

12- 38 and 6-18-47; 1942 and 1949 USGS Maps

In 1938 and 1947 , the west side of the proposed site appeared to be family
residential dwellings. The East side of the proposed site appeared to be undeveloped land. The
adjacent properties appeared to be 
undeveloped land with scattered residential to the northeast and south; and the 

be agriculrure land with scattered residential properties in 1938, and mixed residential and light
commercial 
propemes.

The 1942 and 1949 maps depict the proposed site as being located within an urban area west of
Los Angeles River. In 1949 , the east side of the proposed site is depicted as undeveloped land.

23-57 and 11-30-62; 1964, 1972, and 1964 

In 1957 and 1962, the west side of the proposed site appeared to be family

residential dwellings. The east side of the proposed site appeared to be occupied by the current

John Ham 
residential dwellillgs to the north, south, and west, and commercial/industrial facilities to the
east.

All of the USGS maps depicted the proposed site as being located within an urban area west of
the Los Angeles River and the Long Beach 
the proposed site.

Historical Use of Adjacent Properties

According to the historical information gathered by Converse, the adjacent properties appeared
to have been w.ndeveloped land in 1899. , the adjacent properties appeared to have been
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primarily residential dwellings. By 1957 , the east adjacent properties appeared to be commerm.I

and industrial facilities.

Database Searches

-\ regulatory database search was completed on the proposed site by 

Resources). The proposed 

se\-eral adjacent properties as listed on regulatory databases indicating a potential em-ironmental

concern, including the 

1. RC Pallet, rigbt Road. This property was 
generator. Waste tank bottom waste." No 

The potential for environmental effects to the proposed project site from this ,;cinity is
considered "medium" due the type of regulatory listing.

..,

LG Turner Cbrome Plating (Former Occupant), 11550 Wright Road. 
A property to the east of

the proposed project 
identified as a 
Although 
em-ironmental impact to the proposed site is high" due to the chemicals

previously used in chrome plating.

3. K tr/atanabe Corporation (Cumnt The current use at this

property was identified as a hazardous 
identified as "ignitable hazardous wastes 
dichlorobenzene (D027), and " No 

noted for the 
from this facility is considered to be high.

Other 
hazardous waste generators , permitted hazardous material sites , landfills , Leaking Underground

Storage Tank (LUST) sites, and UST 

proposed site ' from these off-site locations of 

more of the following: 
respect to the 

affected; remedial efforts being directed by a regulatory 
parties have been identified.

Additional Regulatory Agency Record Sources

Pole-mounted transformers owned by Southern California Edison 
project , according to SCE, no 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs). 
, these

transformers were not initially identified 

No oil or gas mile radius. In addition, no
underground pipelines , or adjacent to, the 
regarding the proposed site on file with the 
Prevention and Department of Public Works , the Los Angeles Regional Water Quali~' Control
Board, and the State of California Depamnent 

Soil Sampling

Preliminary Em.u-onmenrai Assessment (PEA) was 
hazardous substances that could pose a health risk to occupants of the proposed school. DTSC
expressed concern about the former chrome plating 
the potential for lead-based paint and asbestos-containing materials in the existing strocrures on
the site, and the potential for 
transformers in the residential 

methane, hydrogen sulfide, and volatile organic 
levels of concern, 

, a risk

assessment for was 
8xl0-l'7 (0. 00000098), below the level of concem , and noncarcinogenic risk 

, significantly , none of the 
investigated at the site were determined to be present at 

risk to human health.

A Geotechnical survey conducted at the proposed school site 
certain soil borings. While this finding 
it is 

grading.

Potential Hazar(ious Materials
. t

Asbestos

Asbestos, a naturally occurring fibrous material, was used for years in many building 
for its fireproofing and insulating properties. Loose insulation, ceiling panels , and. brittle plaster
are potential sources of friable 
bound to other 
Inhalation of airborne fibers is the primary mode of asbestos entry into the body, making friable
materials the greatest potential health risk. Asbestos-related health problems include lung cancer
and asbestosis.
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Lead

Lead is :l naturally occurring metallic element. Among its , lead can

be found in paint, water pipes , solder in plumbing systems , and in soils around 
structures painted with lead-based paint. In 1978 the 

of lead in house paint to less than 0.06 percent (600 pans per million). Excessive exposure to
lead can result in the accumulation of lead in the blood, soft tissues, and bones. Children 

particularly susceptible to potential lead-related health problems because it is 

denloping systems and 

Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs)

PCBs are organic chemicals , usually in the form , that were formerly used in 
equipment, including transformers and capacitors , primarily as electrical 

ballasts manufactured prior to 
1978 , that do not contain PCBs are No PCBs." PCBs, which are

highly persistent in the , including liver

injury, irritation of the skin and mucous membranes , and adverse reproductive effects. It is ~so
a suspected human carcinogen. In 
hazardous waste.

Hexavalent Chromium

Chromium has been used 

strUcrural and anti-corrosive element in the , iron

and steel, in electroplating and welding, in pigments used in some paints , and in some textile

dyes and leather tanning compounds. Hexavalent 
form of chromium and S. EPA 
California. Occupational exposure to hexavalent 

respiratory tract irritation, and skin irritation. For , the primary health

concern is the , the

Governor signed into law 5), which requires DHS to

adopt a maximum contaminant level for hexavalent chromium by January 1 2004.

Air Toxies

Properties within a 1/.-mile radius of the proposed site were 
have the 
information provided by business owners/operators , as well as data collected from the South

Coast Air , Office of Environmental

Information, and Los Angeles 
identification of potential emitters.
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-\ formal request was made to the 
businesses 'within 
potential sources , listed in Table 3.

A review of federal and State database 
hazardous materials generation or storage within one-quarter mile of the proposed site resulted

in identification of two . use, or transpon hazardous

materials. Review of 
health risk to the proposed project site since these , use, or transport small amounts of

hazardous materials and the SCAQ1tID does not require permits or emissions 
these sources.

In addition to the identified stationary sources . the 1-105/1-710 interchange is also located within

% mile of the proposed site and is considered a potential source of hazardous air 

TABLE 3. FACILITIES IDENTIFIED WITHIN 
PROJEcr SITE BY 

Facilily
Basis for Excl,uion

Namt Location Address from FllTtber Analysis
(r~er to notes)

105544 Chevron Dealer 11401 Atlantic Avenue

77372 CET Environmental 11515 Adantic Avenue

79340 United Oil Company 11515 Atlantic Avenue

58117 Lvnwood Rental Center 11560 Atlantic Avenue

58606 American Classic Body Shop 11596 Atlantic Avenue

96814 District -Service Center 11300 Wright Road

84767 CAPCO Trucking Equipment 11350 Wright Road

15342 Gadget Manufacturing Co. 5419 Cortland Street

59844 ElUviM Corporation 5415 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
1. Former 

2. Facility i$ below 
Site rcconmi.-sancc conduCted on May 8. 2001. con6rmed that qu:mtitics released into the clwironmcnt arc extremely small and would
not result in detccrablc IC\'cls in the unmcdia!l: \;ciniry of each sitc.

Source: SC:\QMD. Public Record- 

Regulatory Framework

California Education Code

Provisions of California Education Code 
project involving the acquisition of a school site by the 
unless the following occur:
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-\. Determine 

1. The 

site unless, if the 
. the school board

concludes that the wastes have been removed.

2. A 
site identified by the State Depamnem of 

Services for removal or remedial action pursuant to the Health and 

3. A 
hazardous substances, acutely hazardous materials , or hazardous wastes, unless the
pipeline is a natural gas line which 

is used only to supply narural gas to the school or
neighborhood.

B. 
, the Lead 

must consult 'with the administering agency in which the proposed school site is located
and with any air pollution control district or air 
jurisdiction in the area. Prior to District , the following
must occur:

1. , which might reasonably
be anticipated to emit hazardous air 
hazardous materials , substances, or waste. 
locations for which infonnation is sought.

') Determine 

or potential endangennent of public health to persons who attend or are employed at
the school.

3. If impacts are identified, mitigation of 

emissions must be made prior to 
certify a detennination of no actual or potential endangerment.

Hazardous Materials Management Act

hazardous material is any 

produce physical damage to 
health (Title 22, CCR). 
businesses handling or storing 

Materials Business Plan (HMBP), which includes an inventory 
site (above specified quantities), an emergency response plan, and an employee training program.
Businesses that use, store, or handle 55 gallons of liquid, 500 pounds of a solid, or 200 cubic feet

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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of a compressed gas 

prepared prior to s of a

change) .

The Tanner Act

The Tanner Act, adopted in 1986, governs the preparation of 
plans and the siting of hazardous waste 
mandates that each county adopt a 
v.-ith the Tanner Act, local or regional 

prm-isions which define (1) the , (2) the permit process
for new and expanded facilities , and .(3) the appeal process to the State 

decision.

Occupational H eaZth and Safety 

Site safety requirements are generally based on the OSHA. 
specifications prepared by OSHA related to earth resources are referenced in 

(Department of Labor , shoring, and
trenching.

Thresholds of Significance

occur:

Impacts of the Specific Plan on hazards would be considered significant if the 

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials

into the environment

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials

substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school

Be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled

pursuant to California Government Code 

Impair implementation of or 

plan or emergency evacuation plan

6-8 LUSD Proposed New High School EIR



Ha:;:,ards alla' H.1:-::-arao:r.

' .

\lu.':''7w

6.4 Project Impacts

Significant Impacts

Impact HAZ-l: Demolition of 
personnel and the public to hazardous materials.

Demolition of 
personnel and the public to friable based paints unless proper precautions are
taken to minimize 

abatement of, and protection from, exposure to e been adopted for
demolition activities. These requirements 
to asbestos abatement 
asbesros) and 1532. 1 (pertaining to lead) from Title 8 of the California 

Part 61 , Subpart 11 of the Federal 

exposure guidelines 

(HUD). In California, asbestos and lead abatement must be performed and 
contractors with appropriate 
addition, the 

regulations concerning the use of hazardous materials, including requirements for safety training,

a,.ailability of safety equipment, hazardous materials exposure warnings , and emergency action

and fire prevention plan preparation. Cal/OSHA 
regulations , which include provisions for identifying and labeling hazardous materials, describing
the hazards of chemicals, and documenting 

could result in the 
standards.

In addition, PCB-containing materials may also be present in building , the ballast

for fluorescent lights) and in the soil adjacent to existing 
for PCB-contaminated Toxic

Substances~ontrol Act, worker exposure to PCBs is subject to Cal/OSHA worker protection
requirements , and disposal is subject to State hazardous waste regulations.

Exposure pathways by which receptors could be exposed to hazardous materials 
the following:

Direct dermal contact with hazardous materials

Incidental ingestion of hazardous materials , when

workers fail to wash their hands before eating, drinking, or smoking)

Inhalation of airborne dust released from dried hazardous materials
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The rules and regulations noted above would be followed during consttUction acnnnes. 

regulations would ensure that consttUction \vorkers and the general public would not be exposed

to any unusual or 
The standards noted abmre have been de\peloped to protect the general population from hazards

associated ~;th exposure , older indi\;duals , and people in

poor health , may be more susceptible to adverse health effects from exposure to asbestos . lead

or PCBs released to the em;ronmenr, However, due to the distance berween the proposed site

and the adjacent residences that would remain, and assuming demolition activities comply 

federal, State , and local , the potential for asbestos, lead, or 
released to the air in concentrations that would 
be low.

Mitigation Measures

H..\Z- l : The 
asbestos-containing materials, lead-based paints, or PCBs 

demolition , transported, and disposed of in 
with all applicable federal, State, and local regulations.

Mitigation I\leasure HAZ-1 would ensure that impacts from hazardous 

during demolition activities would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

Impact HAZ-2: Grading and 
construction personnel and public to 

present in the soil

As described in the Setting, the Preliminary Environmental Assessment included 
and soil gas samples at the proposed 
methane, hydrogen sulfide, and volarile organic 

levels of concern. A risk 
risk at the site 8xlO-117 (0.00000098), below the level of concern , and non-

carcinogenic risk was 0.23, significantly below the level of concern of 1.0. Therefore, none of
the substances investigated at the site were determined to be present 
any significant risk to human health. The 
completion of this process will assure that the site does not pose unacceptable risk 

However, the potential exists for other 
encountered during the soil sampling 
encountered during grading or 
suspected contamination at the site, however, the potential to encounter such 
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conditions remains , and development of the proposed project could result in the 
construction workers or the public to such substances.

Mitigation Measures

HAZ-

HAZ-

In the event underground tanks, obvious or suspected contaminaaon, or other

fearures or materials that could present a threat to human health 

are discO\'ered during grading or excavation of the site, work shall cease immediately.
-\ risk management plan 
concern and the potential risk each contaminant would pose to human health and
the em-ironment development and 

measures to be taken to protect workers and the public from 
site hazards. , including, but not
limited to, physical , remediation, long-term

monitoring, post-development , or some

combination thereof, Depending on the nature of contamination, if any, appropriate
agencies shall be notified , the Los Angeles

Coun~' Department of Public Works Environmental , and the
DTSC). A , which meets OSHA 
prepared and in place prior to 
District, through its contractor, shall ensure proper implementation of the health and
safety plan,

er S e.'!I(I~ 

(rex: --- nJ'r...~e

It: Par: 

::.

CiJtr.)Iff II.

Following the completion of , the 

additional soil sampling in the areas currendy occupied by 

whether lead-based paints in those structures may have resulted in elevated 

lead in the soil in the area adjacent to those structures.

:Mitigation Measures HAZ-2 and HAZ-3 would ensure that impacts from hazardous 

encountered during grading and excavation would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

Impact HAZ-3: The development of 
site, which may require modification of the existing adopted emergency
response plan.

As noted above, Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard is identified as part of the City s emergency

response plan. Proposed project development would not impair 
interfere with the adopted plan. However, the 
modifications to the plan. Impacts would be potentially 
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Mitigation Measures

-\Z- The Lynwood unified School District 
of Lynwood, the Lynwood Fire Department, and the Los 
Department regarding the development of the proposed site , and offer to cooperate
with the appropriate agencies regarding the 

the adopted emergency response plan that cmrers the proposed site.

Mitigation Measure HAZ-3 would reduce impacts associated with the emergency response plan
to less than significant.

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Use and storage of hazardous 
site would include limited quantities of

cleaning products; fertilizer, pesticides, and herbicides for outdoor 
used in classroom laboratories (i. , biology and chemistry). These 
and stored in accordance with a , and they would not be
accessible to the 

regulations would ensure that impacts would be less than 

See Section B
Text Cba"geJ)

in Part 

Chapter II.

A Health Risk 
provisions of Section17213 of the California Education Code and CEQA 
to dete.anine the potential health risks associates with 
the proposed school site, which might reasonably be anticipated to emit hazardous air emissions
or to handle hazardous or , substances, or waste. 
(included as part of the PEA) concluded , the summation of risk
totaled 0.5xl0-6 (0.5 in one million) for students and y.Ox10-6 (9.0 in one million) for employees.
In comparison to the 

carcinogenic risks fall within acceptable 
, the

maximum summation of risks for 0001 for
students and 0.~02 for employees, well below the 
noncarcinogenic acute exposures, the 
Umnune system) totaled 0.001 for , also well below the 
threshold of 1.

As the 
mile radius of the

proposed site are below established thresholds, development of the proposed project does not
and will not constitute an actual or potential endangennent of 
attend or are employed at the at the proposed Lynwood High School at the John Ham Park site.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR



Ha::::.ards and Ha:::.ardou." .\larma.

Cumulative Impacts

The cwnulatiye impact , ill conjunctIon
~-ith three new , a , expansion of _-\gnes and Lugo
Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary classrooms 
existing schools , and , combined 'with development in the Clty or
Lynwood and the adjacent communities.

Related denlopment in the 
demolition of , which may contain , including lead and
asbestos. .-\dherence to applicable regulations and guidelines pertaining to abatement of, and
protection from. exposure to asbestos, lead and other 
impacts from those activities would be less than significant.

For school development, consultation with the DTSC would be required. Project sites that 

the potential for the site contam;nllnts would undergo the PEA process to assure that 
would only be developed on 
non-school projects may occur at , or , contaminated from prior uses at
those sites. Development of 
substances present in the 

remediation of any development
maintenance, or access limitations, or some combination 

contamination is not known and encountered during construction, a site health and safety plan

which meets OSHA. requirements, would remediate site contamination and include physical 

controls during 
cumulative impacts from exposure to substances in the soil to less-than-significant le'\.els.

Furure school projects that may be 

General Plan include the proposed new Middle School and Elementary Schools , and the

Lynwood Towne Center and 
evacuation routes along Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. and Long Beach Blvd (i. e" these projects

would potentially require modifications to the 

related project 
interfere with the adopted plan. 
consultation with the City of Lynwood, the Lynwood Fire Department, and the Los 

County Sheriff Department, or , regarding the

potential need for any modifications to the adopted , similar to the

proposed project. Consultation with the 

to adopted evacuation plans would be less than significant.
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Use and storage of hazardous 
quantities of cleaning products; fertilizer, pesticides , and herbicides for outdoor 

These materials would be labeled and stored in accordance with a Hazardous Materials 

Plan, and they would 
public. 
less than significant.

-\ Human Health Risk Assessment (HHRA) would be completed for the proposed new school
projects. The HHRA would 
Impacts associated with hazardous materials would be site-specific, and therefore the effects of

hazardous materials would remain 

materials would be less than significant.
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Hydrology and Water Quality

The Initial -\ppendi.'( ~-\ of 
determined that the project would not , degrade water quality. or
be located in an area subject to inundation from a tsunami, seiche, or mudflow. Therefore . the
analysis in this section is limited to the potential 

patterns , increase surface runoff that would exceed the existing 

or be subject to flooding.

Existing Conditions

Surface Drainage Characteristics

The project site is located in the City of Lynwood, in the central area of Los 
The terrain of the 
sloping to the south. The project site 

defined by the California Regional , Los Angeles Region 4. 

located within the Los Angeles river watershed.

A 12 x 7 foot reinforced concrete box storm drain that is part of the Los 
Control system splits the park site in two. The park site drains storm runoff to Wright Road and
Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. , while the houses drain to their adjacent streets. The project site is

located within an area served by storm 
adequate 

(Tom 
Finbres 2001 , personal communication).

Groundwater

During the geotechnical investigation, groWldwater was encoWltered in six exploratory borings
on the site 
2001).

Flooding

The proposed 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) as being year flood 
designation was recently revised ' (per the Flood 
Number , Panel 2 of 2, updated July 6, 1998) to zone AR, which is an area of
special flood hazard due to the ongoiDg restoration of an accredited flood protection system that

will provide a 100-year or greater level of flood protection. However, a portion of northern
edge of the site, along Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, remains within the "AH" zone. This
designation indicates that due to the lower elevation of that area in relation to the 
land, ponding may occur at depths of between year flood.
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Regulatory Framework

The following subsection is brief summary of the 

groundwater resources are managed at the federal. State, and local level.

NPDES Permit 

The National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
in the CW A S. Each

NPDES permit 
contained in the contain general requirements

regarding NPDES 
consider in setting effluent limits for priority pollutants.

The 1972 amendments to the Clean Water Act (CWA) 

navigable waters from a 

unless the discharge is authorized by an NPDES permit. , in recognition that diffuse, or

non-point, sources were 
CW A to address non-point source stormwater runoff pollution in a phased program requiring

NPDES permits for operators of municipal 
projects and industrial facilities. Phase I, promulgated in 1990, required municipal permits for

MS4s generally serving populations over 100,000, construction permits for projects five acres or

greater and industrial permits for 
(SIC) code.

The purpose of 

program to manage urban 
maximum extent 
receiving water quality, (2) identifying harmful constituents, (3) targeting potential sources of

pollutants, and 

(CSWI'vIP).

Los Angeles County, the City of Lynwood, and 

stormwater runoff through the requirements of Nationwide Pollution Discharge 
Fl1m1n!ltion

System (NPDES) Permit No. 

holder for all the involved jurisdictions.

The Permit 
activities affecting 
discharges. These model 
Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) for their review and approval. , each

involved jurisdiction is required to develop 
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comparable to the model program that 
holders are still in the process of developing model programs for submittal to the L\RWQCB.
On January 26 , 2000, the LARWQCB adopted a Standard Urban 

(SLJSl\fP) for use by builders, land developers, engineers, planners , and others to deyelop post-

construction BMPs and urban 

selected categories, including projects greater than 100 000 square feet, which therefore would

apply to the proposed project. The 
and treat the first 3/4 inch of stormwater runoff from the site, and control peak flow 

pro\oide stream channel and overbank flood protection.

5 c: .\ (, ;:(1': 

(ff. / C/Jan,g.

i,.. Par. 

CiJaprrr JI.

Urban Storm water Runoff

The reduction of pollutants in urban 

Management Practices (BMPs) is one 

BMPs typically used to manage runoff water 
roadway and parking lot contaminants by installing oil and 

inlets; cleaning parking lots on flow reduction and

infiltration features, such as grass swales, infiltration trenches, and 
landscaping.

Since the NPDES permit will target a , the program

will include implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs). Construction-related BMPs

could be comprised set of specific 

and runoff both during construction and 

and sediment control practices as well as 
sites. Post construction BMPs could 

and pollUtant loading in runoff. 

California Storm Water Best Management Practices Handbook.

General Construction Activity Stormwater Permit

General stoImwater discharge permits are 
associated with construction 
Construction on sites less 

land sale. Landowners are responsible for obtaining and complying , b~t may

delegate specific duties to developers and contractors by mutual consent. 

Permit applicants are required to prepare, retain. and implement at the 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan , erosion and 

controls, runoff water quality monitoring, means of waste disposal. implementation of approved

local plans, control of 
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maIDtenance responsibilities, and 

construction sites is required before and after storms to 

construction activity, and to identify and implement controls where 

Because construction would occur over an area greater than 
, the developer would be

required to submit a Notice of Intent (NO!) to the 

would be required to comply 

Water Quality Control Plan

The Water Quality Control Plan for the Los Angeles Region 4 
for both surface and 

minor and are not identified in Basin Plan for 

beneficial uses. Water quality 
objectives are established as permit 
permitting for construction and operations of proposed 

City of L ynwood

Chapter 15 of the Lynwood City Code addresses flood damage prevention. 
of this chapter of the City Code is to promote public health, safety, and general welfare, and to

minimize public and private 
standards of construction are provided that include requirements for development in all areas of
special flood hazard zones. The New 

of the State of California for new schools and would not be subject to the City
s development

standards. However, this EIR provides an s standards , in order to determine

if the project would be developed in 
s standards related to

hydrology and flood protection.

Anchoring

1. 
flotation, collapse, or lateral 

and hydrostatic loads, including the effects of buoyancy.

All manufactUred homes shall meet the anchoring 

Construction Materials 
and Methods

1. 
and utility equipment resistant to flood damage.

2. 
and practices that minimize flood

LUSD Proposed 
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..\ll new construction and substantial improvements shall be constructed \,vlth elecmcaL

heanng, yenrilation, plumbing and air conditiorung 

that are designed or located so as to prevent water from entering or accumulanng 
the components during conditions of flooding.

4. , or OA, adequate drainage paths around structures on slopes

to guide floodwaters around and away from proposed structures.

Elevations and. Floodproofing

1. New 

floor, including the basement, elevated to or 

Nonresidential structures may meet the standards in 
Cpon completion of the 
shall be certified by a registered , or ,'erified by the

community building inspector to be 
proyided to the Floodplain Administrator.

New construction and substantial improvement of any 
have the lowest floor, including basement, elevated above the highest adjacent grade at

least as high as the depth number specified in feet or on the FIRM, or at least tWo feet if

no depth number is 
subparagraph 3 of this paragraph. Upon completion of the structure the 
lowest floor including basement shall be certified by a registered professional engineer or

sUI'\' eyor, or verified by the community building inspector to be properly 

certification shall be provided to the Floodplain Administrator.

3. 
City Code Flood; 
sanitary facilities:

Be floodproofed so that below the base flood level the structure 
substantially impermeable to the passage of water

Have structural components capable of resisting hydrostatic and hydrodynamic loads

and effects of buoyancy

Be certified by a registered professional engineer or architect that the standards of this

subsection are satisfied. Such certifications shall be provided to the Floodplain

Administrator

4. Require, for all new construction and substantial improvements, that fully enclosed areas

below the lowest floor that are 
equalize hydrostatic flood forces on exterior 
floodwaters. Designs for meeting 
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registered professional engineer or architect and meet or exceed the following 
cntena:

(a) Either a minimum of two 
square inch for e"\'ery square foot of enclosed area 

provided. The bottom of all e grade.

Openings may be , valves or other coverings 

deyices prm-ided that they permit the automatic entry and exist of floodwaters.

(b) Be certified to comply with a local floodproofing standard approved by the Federal
Insurance Administration.

Thresholds of Significance

The proposed project would result in ~g)' or water quality if it
would do any of the following:

Violate any water quality standards, waste discharge requirements

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with the recharging of

groundwater such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 

substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 

the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or
off-site

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the 
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff

Place within 100-year flood hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood

flows

Cause or expose people or structures to a significant risk ofloss, injury, or death

involving flooding

Require or result in the construction of new storm water 
of existing facilities , the construction of which cQuld 

effects
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7.4 Project Impacts

Drainage

S~ficant Impac~

Impact HYD-l: Construction 
affect water quality.

Construction of the proposed project would result in 
site. These vind and rain. Construction 

common sources of pollution due to the types of 
site could include 
water quality. Impacts would be 

Mitigation Measu1"Cs

HYD- l : The design of the proposed project shall comply with the provisions of 
Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan 
measures to collect and treat the first , and

control peak flow discharge.

See Seaion B

(Ttxt 
in Part 

Chapter II.

Implementation of this measure would reduce impacts to water 

less than significant.

Impact HYD-2: Runoff could contain cont~min~n~ that would affect water quality.

Operation of the project would 
storm drain system, and then being discharged into the Pacific Ocean. Because of the proposed

uses of the site, stOImwater runoff would contain contaminants typical 

oil, grease, metals , pesticides/herbicides, and entrained dust. Urban stormwater 
are an identified source of pollution. 
quality problems related to , the proposed 

contribute to this significant effect.

Runoff would be , described in section 3. 3. In

addition, the project would be required to comply with . the 

Stormwater Mitigation Plan 

and a urban stormwater runoff mitigation plan to collect and treat the first % inch of stormwater
runoff from the site, and control peak flow discharge.
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Alitigation i\leasurt:s

Mitigation H\TI- , described above, would be required to address water 
site runoff.

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Development of the 

addition of contiguous areas of impervious surfaces , although portions of the site are 
deyeloped. Additional impervious , hardcourt play
areas , and approximately 162 000 square feet of buildings. The 
concrete box storm drain would need to be 
Additional runoff would be 
structure would be provided with roof drains , which would collect and convey runoff into the
stOIm drain system. Additional runoff would not 

,J 

downstream from the project site , 2001). 
runoff, increases in erosion or siltation on- or off-site would not be substantial. 

be less than significant.

Groundwater

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Groundwater would not be encountered during construction, and no impacts to 
are anticipated. Groundwater 

from 22 to 29 feet below existing ground surface. The project will 

cut below 15 feet and less than
significant. 

Flooding

Significant Imp~cts

Impact HYD-3: Proposed structures and parking. would be sited 
ponding during a 

As discussed above,ponding to a depth of year flood at
portions of the project site located along Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. Such flooding would not
be life threatening, but it could cause property damage and interruption of school 
to temporary l;m;nary site plans for the 
indicate that areas susceptible to flooding would 
portion of the surface parking 
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(adjacent to Lowse .Avenue) is not within the "AH" zone, and therefore \Vould not be sublect to

flooding. Impacts from flooding would be 

AIitigation Measu17!s

HYD- The school shall be sited and 

could include revision of project 'plans to minimize the amount of structures located

within the 100-year flood zone, or design of the 

standards provided in Chapter 15 of the Lynwood , use of matenals

resistant to flood damage, provi.sions of adequate drainage paths around structures

and elevation of structures or flood proofing to 
structure).

I\fitigation measure HYD-2 would ensure that impacts associated with potential flooding 

be reduced to less than significant.

Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact , in conjunction

with three new , a 
Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary 

existing schools , and renovation of existing schools, combined with development in the City of

Lyn\Vood and the adjacent communities.

Increases in runoff from new and , as these

sites do not contain large 

development would ensure that additional runoff is accommodated by the storm drain 
Replacement of temporary classrooms with permanent 
schools would modify , but are not 

impervious 
includes development of sites that are currently 
minimizing the potential for 
impacts on the storm drainage system would be less than significant.

Project construction and operation would include runoff that could contain 
would affect water quality. Related projects involving construction on sites greater than 5 acres
would be required to comply with the provisions of the 
Plan (SUSMP). These 
related contaminants to drainage , cumulative impacts would be less than

significant.
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Impacts from flooding would occur where projects would be located within flood-prone areas.
Projects subject to these effects would include some of projects identified in the 

l\-Iaster Plan. , similar to the proposed in order to
minimize risks associated ' with flooding. Past, present, and future probable 
and surrounding jurisdictions could also be subject to localized flooding impacts. These impacts
would be site-specific, and would not contribute to , cumulative

impacts related to flooding would be less than significant.

. ,
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Land Use

This section describes existing land use characteristics of the proposed site and the surrounding
area and analyzes the conformity of the proposed project with 
plans and policies. The 
A) determined that the 
conset'- ation plan or natural community 

established community. This EIR section 
proposed project and the City of Lynwood's zoning and land use plans and policies.

Existing Conditions

City of L ynwood Characteristics

Located in central Los 
including single- and multi-family residential neighborhoods, local shopping, a medical center
industrial and , schools, parks, and other public 

freeways , the Long Beach Freeway (1-710) and Glen Anderson Freeway (1- 105), sen-ice the City,

and the Los Angeles River borders the City s eastern edge. The proposed project site is located

in the eastern portion of Lynwood, northeast of the 1-710 and the 1-105.

On-Site Characteristics and Land 

The proposed project site is 
Bounded on the north by Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. , the east by Wright Road, and the south

by Cortland Street, the site is generally a level topography, without any particular 

The park area is 10 acres of City-owned property. 1 acres of

open space in 
Figure 3-11 for detail on existing uses at the proposed 
Abbott Resi~ence, which has existed at its cunent location 
units located on the westerly 4.8-acre portion of the project 

Duncan A venue to provide secondary access to some 

The Zoning Map for the City of Lynwood R1"

zone (single-family residential). Adjacent 
would be located are zoned "R2" (residential two-family). Schools are a conditionally permitted

use within both of these zoning designations.

The Land Use Policy Map for the City of Lynwood (dated June 12, 1990), assigns three land use

designations to the proposed 

open space; (2) the area bounded by Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., Duncan Avenue, Walnut
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Driye, and the park is 
1 to 14 dwelling

units per acre); and 
family residential (with betWeen zero and 7 dwelling units per acre).

Surrounding Land Uses

The park family residential, duplexes , and light

industrial development. The project site is also in close proximity to 
710 is approximately 1 000 feet from the east site boundary; the 1-105 is approximately 1 000

feet from the south site boundary.

Residential areas are located to the east and family residences are located generally

east of the project , Duncan, and Pope 

residential development is primarily multi-family. Residences in the neighborhood 

from the 1930s through the 1950s. Light industrial development in the park area is concentrated
along the east side of Wright Road. Uses include an auto parts dealer and pallet 

Several schools are located near the proposed 

Wright road, approximately one block (500 feet) to the north. 

Duncan Ayenue , approximately tWo blocks (1 000 feet) to the north. 

approximately 0.5 mile (2 500 feet) northeast of the project site, north of Shirley Avenue.

Regulatory Framework

Development Standards

s~! 1uponsf 10

com",",1

L)'nwood- 5 on

pagf III-3D in
Part 

The new high school has been designed and would be built in accordance with the standards of
the State Architect. A detailed 
zoning and development standards and land use plans and policies is provided below 
determine whether the new high school would be in substantial conformance 
zoning standards and plans. This 

Board is informed 'of any substantial conformance with the relevant zoning standards and plans.

This analysis may also be considered by the City decision makers in reviewing a Conditional Use
permit for the new High , it should be noted that 

referenced development 
, because they are intended for

residential development. In addition, general requirements nos. 3, 5, and 7 through 12 are 

applicable to the proposed project and are not discussed in this section.

8-2
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General Requirements

TABLE 3. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR RESIDENTIAL ZONES

PARCELS

1. Densiry', maximum dwelling (units/acre) 
In Conformance. The 
Therefore. the 

2. Building site , net area (ft2 000 5.000
In Conformance. foot size and total
approximately 162.000 ft
3. Lot width . 50
In Conformance. The 
4. Lor depth 

In Conformance. The
5. Front yard 

Not in Conformance. Preliminan'des
6. Side yard, interior (ft)
In Conformance. The 
sides" see , below.
. Side yard. 

Not in Conformance. 
with the exce tion of Duncan and Walnut streets, where the setback would be 0 ft
8. Rear yard, l6)
Not in Conformance. 

100

lans indicate a front \'ard setback of 10ft.

All side yards are "street

9. Lot coverage, maximum 
In Conformance. .-\pproximately 8. 1 acres of the 14-acre site would be used for playing fields and
open space. resulting in a maximum lot coverage of 6.7 acres. Therefore, proposed lot coverage would
not exceed the maximum of 50 4 acres.
10. Building height, max. including chimneys, antennas, any roof-mounted equipment 
Not in Conformance. , although the
proposed project would exceed the 35 ft height limit on portions of 
arts building and the parking structUre. The perfonning ans building includes 

, 2 in. In.addition, the ele"ator tower on the parking 
height, although the remainder of the parking structUre would be 
with the zoning code height limitations is infeasible, based on the design parameters required for
construction of the 

13. Distance betWeen main buildings (ft)
In Conformance. 

Special Requirements

1. Trash 

maintain all required setbacks and 
block wall.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 8-3



0 Environmental Ana!J'ns

In Conformance. 
be prO\-ided in the rear yard and screened from public ,-iew by decorative block 

In all residential zones, required front, rear, and side yards shall be landscaped and shall
consist predominandy of plant , drives , and fences.
Said required yards shall not be used for the 

000 pounds or , trailers, or other 
accessories except that motor vehicles may be parked upon the required paved dri,' eway

access to the garage structure for a period not 
vehicles weighing 6 000 pounds or more 
required paved driveway~

In Conformance. 
would consist primarily of plant materials except for necessary walk, drives, and fences.
Parking and storage of motor 
parking garage.

-\.ll required landscaping shall be permanently maintained 

In Conformance. 
landscaping.

NotWithstanding the minimum lot sizes provided for in the R-2 and R-3 Zones, no lot in
the R-2 or R-3 Zones shall be divided or subdivided so as to reduce the area thereof.

In Conformance. The 

13. Residential structures shall have a 
including shingles, wood shake, asphalt dimensional , or
other similar roofing material. No reflective, glossy, or polished formed-type
metal roofing is permitted. In the R- , R- , and R-3 Residential Zones, roofing material

for new single-family residences, major , or residential additions 

more tha~. 25% of the gross floor area shall be , concrete tile, synthetic tile, or
equivalent. This standard can be modified by the procedure described in subsection b15
below.

14.

In Conformance. Review f"11m;nary site design shows that proposed roofs would

not include reflective, glossy, or polished formed-type metal roofing.

Residential structures shall have an exterior siding , wood, masonry,

concrete, or other similar material. Aluminum or , glossy,

polished, and/or roll-formed-type metal siding are not permitted. , R- , and

3 Residential Zones, exterior siding for new single-family residences, major exterior

remodels, or residential additions 
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predominantly of stUCCO, masonry, or eqwyalent. This standard can be modified 

procedure described in subsection b15 
to the ground, except that when a solid, concrete , or masonry perimeter foundation is

used, the exterior material need not extend belov; the top of the foundation.

In Conformance. 
siding would not include aluminum or , glossy, polished.

and/ or roll- fonned-type metal siding.

City of L ynwood General Plan

The City of Lynwood General Plan is the 
prO\;ding a "blueprint" for the identification of the location of land uses , as well as the basic

design and function of housing, open space, and infrastructure policies , as well as public set\;ce

needs. This section prO\;des a list 

are applicable to the proposed project. s conformance with

these goals and policies follows immediately after each goal and policy is stated.

Land Use Element

The Land 

The Land Use Element designates the distribution, location, and extent of the various land uses

considered in the General Plan. City Concept Goals 2 and 3, Land Use Goal 6 , and Land Use

Policies 1 , 2 and 4 through 7 were reviewed and 

Therefore, these goals and policies are not discussed in this section.

City Concept Goals

1. 
quality of life for City residents.

In Conformance. The 

overcrowding at public schools, and it 
enrollment demand from currently 
school as they reach high-school age. The 
to quality of life for City residents.

LAnd Use Goals

Provide a balanced and functional mix of land uses, which takes advantage of the unique

position of Lynwood in relation to the region.

Not in Conformance. The 
the community, contributing to the balance of land use needs within the area. However
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limited yacant land exists within in City, and therefore conflicting land use demands are
placed upon parcels within the City. Although the need for schools 
project development would worsen the existing 

remove housing units in the City.

., 

community- or neighborhood-based effort.

In Conformance. 
public input on the school 3 for a discussion

of the public involvement process).

3. , single-family character of Lynwood' s residential communities.

In Conformance. The , it would

result in the , including a number of single-family units.

Removal of these residences, however, would not alter the overall single-family character

of the , adequate schools are a necessary 

residential community.

+. Plan 

uses and which offer 
underutilized parcels.

In Conformance. No 
proposed project, although the proposed school would 
adjacent residential uses.

5. Promote 

impacts of the City s adjacency to major transportation systems.

In Conformance. The 
and several blocks west of Atlantic Blvd. Both 
routes witbmthe City. In addition, the site is several blocks from both the Long Beach

and Century freeways.

Land Use 

1. Ensure 

incompatible activities or land uses. that may have a negative impact on 
environment.

In Conformance. The 
uses. Impacts from school activities, including traffic, noise, and air quality, would be
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less than significant and would therefore not result 

residen rial em-ironment.

Insure the balanced development of land uses north and south of the Century freeway
to reduce the risk of a stratified City image and to mitigate the potential 

of the freeway.

In Conformance. The 
additional land use development north of the stratified City image

would result.

Support. as appropriate, the , Lindbergh Park.

and schools. This support may include, but is not limited to, identification of expansion

sites; expediting plan approvals, permits, and inspections; and close coordination with

school district officials.

In , in

conformance 'with this policy.

Circulation Element

The Circulation Element was 

proposed project. The Circulation Element includes 

transportation system. The 
surrounding the project site that would be less than significant (refer to section 3.13 (Traffic and

Circulation) for detail). 

would be applicable to the proposed project.

Noise Element

Goals and Policies provided in the Noise Element are listed below, along with proposed project

conformitV 

proposed project. Therefore, these policies are not discussed in this section.

Noise Goals

1. Prevent and 

Lynwood residents.

In Conformance. than-

significant noise impacts on Lynwood residents. Typical 
74 dBA. This would be comparable with the existing 

LUSD Proposed New rligh School EIR
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I'.Joise Policies

1. generated noise on residential and other noise-sensim'

uses through buffering and modifications to circulation patterns.

In Conformance. generated noise resulting from the proposed

project would be 
features to minimize noise created by existing traffic along Martin Luther King Jr. 
and the Long Beach and Century Freeways.

Open Space and Conservation Element

Goals and Policies provided in the open 
along 'with proposed project conformity with these 

required components of both the open space and 

include air quality, groundwater, open space, parks, and recreation. Goals 2 and 3 and 

and 4 through 9 were reviewed. 

these goals and policies are not discussed in this section.

The proposed project would result in the 
proposed design of the school includes structures that would be dedicated to City functions , as

well as a tot lot and other open space 
City and are proposed on the portion of the site that is 
parking structure. As discussed in mitigation measure REC- , the District proposes to enter into

a Joint Use Agreement with the City in order to allow dual use of 
public purposes.

Open Space Goalr

1. 
based planning.

Not in Conformance. The 

priority, and, has , therefore, designed the school to 

City s recreational department. The 
would be dedicated to City uses and would be 
permit use of the school 

despite design priorities, the proposed project would result in the loss of parkland. This

loss of parkland would result in the project 
goal.
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Open Space Policies

1. Promote 

funding the acquisition and development of neighborhood recreational and park 

in areas where there is a current shortage of parks.

Not in 
neighborhood parks and development of neighborhood recreational and 

2. 
recreational facilities.

In Confonnance. The 

use of the high school recreational facilities with City residents.

Safety Element

Goals and Policies , along with proposed project

conformity with these standards. The Safety 
and provides ways to reduce the risk of property damage, 
li\-ing in a densely developed urban , 6 and

8 were reviewed and deemed not relevant to the , these goals and

policies are not discussed in this section.

Safe!)' Goals

1. Develop , injury, damage to property, and economic

and social dislocation resulting from flooding and other natural disasters.

In Confonnance. Proposed structures ' and parking would be sited within an 

ponding during a 100-year flood. Ponding to a depth of 

100-year flood at portions of the project site located along 

In conformance with , school siting and 

impacts from flooding. In addition, the site is located within a 

Ground 
property to potential hazards. In , adherence to

recommendations presented in a 

applicable building codes would mitigate the potential 
safety risks to building occupants. 3 and GEO-2 would reduce loss of

life, injury, and damage to property 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR.
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S~fe!J Po/ides

., Enhance help

programs , and prevent serious damage and injury through 

In Conformance. The 

~rith hazardous materials would be reduced to less than significant.

3. Deyelop 

injuries and property damage during natural disasters.

In Conformance. As , measures HYD-3 and GEO-

would ensure 
personal injuries and property damage during natural disasters.

4. Take 

neighborhood watches , and lower response times for fire and police 

In Conformance. The 
minutes for an emergency 

contract is in place 
sheriff deputies as school resources officers. Implementation of 
1 would ensure that the District would 
provide adequate police services at the proposed New High School.

5. Provide , and design of land uses, which promote individual safety.

In Conformance. The 
the proposed New High 
affect individual safety.

Housing Element

The Housing Elep1ent of the General Plan sets forth a plan for addressing the 
the City of Lynwood over a five-year planning period, including accommodation of the City

fair share" of projected regional 
covering the period 2000-05, was adopted by the Lynwood City Council in 

Element goals that are related to the proposed project are , along with proposed

project consistency with these goals. Conformance with 
with the associated , regarding energy-efficient housing, and Goal 5, regarding

Housing Element implementation were reviewed and deemed not relevant, 
to the proposed project. Therefore, these goals are not discussed in this section.
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Deyelopmem of the proposed new 
housing, but it 
action are discussed in detail in section 3.10 (population and Housing). The 
concluded that 

occupants of on-site structures within a 5-mile radius.

Housing Goals

1. The , and for those
who , regardless of age, sex, marital 

ethnic background, religion, income, or other arbitrary factors.

In Conformance. The 
new housing units, and are therefore not direcdy relevant to the project. 

units that 
changes to the City s housing stock 2005 period, as discussed in section

10 (population and Housing), and will not impede achievement of this housing goal.

2. 
rehabilitation assistance and enforcement procedures.

In Conformance. The 

rehabilitation of substandard 
project. The 
conditions, but their 
housing stock over the 10 (population and
Housing), and will not impede achievement of this housing goal.

3. , as is reasonably and financially

possible.

In Conformance. The 
and incentives to the private sector to encourage the development of housing affordable

to low- and moderate-income households , and are therefore not direcdy relevant to the

project. The District is , for

moving expenses and housing cost , which is
intended to reduce the impact on 
another comparable dwelling in Lynwood or elsewhere, as discussed in section 3.10
(population and Housing). The project s ability to

achieve this housing goal.
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Economic Development Element

The Economic Development Element , policies , and programs to be used
to promote economic 
school on land 

, proposed school

development would not effect economic development within the City, and 

project conformity with this element is not provided.

Community Design Element

The Community Design Element 

image that reflects it is history and prc:sent and future aspirations. s overall objective in
this element is to preserve positive 
that are less desirable. Goals 2 and 3, in addition to 
deemed not applicable to the proposed project.

Communitf Design Goals

1. Encourage 

balanced residential community, indicative of its "All American City" status.

In Conformance. The 

overcrowding at public schools, and it 
enrollment demand from currently enrolled 

school as they reach high-school age. The adequacy of school facilities 

to the positive image of the City as a balanced residential 

Design Guidelines

The design 
aimed at improving the 
Community Design Element. Rele\'ant guidelines are provided below. Overall, preliminary
design plans indicate that the 

guidelines.

Compatibility

Individual site planning should consider the planning of adjoining parcels to ensure

visual and functional compatibility. Each site plan submitted for review shall 

compatibility with adjoining parcels in the areas of building configuration, building
design, landscaping materials, parking, and access.
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Elements of building massmg shall relate to the size and shape of adjacent 

l;sing similar sizes and shapes of massing elements can soften the contrast of large
buildings mixed wi.th small buildings.

Roofs and rooflines should complement building proportions and be compatible 'ntb
adjacent structures.

ndesirable uses such as shipping, loading, storage areas, and auto repair bay~ should be

hidden from the street by 

.Amciliary structures such as trash enclosures, electrical transformers , kiosks , and storage
buildings shall be located outside of front yard areas or adjacent to the sides of 

All utilities should be lo(:ated underground.

Parking and Access

Parking and access areas should be safe, well marked, and easily accessible but should
not dominate the ,-isual appearance of commercial areas.

Where feasible, access to parking areas shall be from adjoining collector or local
roadways rather than from primary, major, or secondary arterial roadways.

Parking areas shall not be located on 

Parking and service areas should facilitate the convenient and safe maneuvering of
vehicles. Dead-end 

Parking areas should be screened by earthmounding, landscaping, and! or low decorative

walls.

Parking areas shall be designed so that 

concentrated across 

Decorative paving, such as stamped and colored concrete, should be encouraged
particularly for pedestrian paths in parking areas to provide visual relief from large 

of asphalt.

Landscaping

Minimum landscape improvements should be required for each new development.
However, landscape specifi~ations should be flexible enough to ensure 
consistent with the size and scale of development. 
landscaping materials is encouraged.

Existing trees should be maintained where feasible. New development should be

required to either preserve existing trees or replace trees that must be destroyed with

equivalent new landscaping.
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Front setback areas should be landscaped with a combination of trees, shrubs , and

ground cover that help to soften the appearance of on-site 
pedestrian paths.

Landscaping in uncovered, street-level parking areas shall, at a minimum, include one
tree per every three parking spaces. The trees shall be evenly distributed 

parking area. Tree sizes should be consistent with the 

screen and shade the parking area.

All landscaped areas shall be regularly maintained and watered by an auromatic irrigation

system.

Building signage should be integrated into the building 
design rather than placed on the tops of buildings or extended horizontally from the
building , freestanding pole signs , and roof
signs shall be prohibited. However, building identification or corporate insignia signs
shall be allowed.

Flashing, blinking, rotating, animated neon signs, or exposed tubing signs shall be

prohibited. Appropriate illumination 

All signs should be placed so that they do not adversely impact 

residences.

Colors and Materials

Colors used should be consistent with the Uchitectural characteristics of the node or
district within which the building is located.

Earth tones with complementary accents in , blues, greens, grays
and yellows should be encouraged. Monochromatic color schemes should be avoided.

Excessive use of smooth surface materials such as metal, plastic, and glass should be
discouraged or offset by overhangs or architectural projections.

Projections

The use of architectural treatments such as projections and 
commercial building fa~des by 

frontages.

Building entrances and wmdows should be enhanced by canopies, balconies, or other
architectural details that complement the building design.

Buildings should provide weather protective overhangs at outdoor pedestrian areas and

at building entrances.
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Lighting

Lighting shall be integrated architecturally throughout each new project to enhance
security, surveillance, and identification for both pedestrians and motonsts.

Lighting intended to aid pedestrians should be prO\;ded at a pedestrian 
mounted on overhangs, walls, or poles at a level that meets the needs of pedestrians.

Thresholds of Significance

Cnder CEQA, a project d to have a 

resulted in any of the follo-wing conditions:

Physical di,-ision of an established community

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation or an agency with

jurisdiction over the project adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating 

environmental effect

8.4 Project Impacts

Significant Impacts

Impact LV- The design of the proposed project would not be in 
selected goals and policies in the City Zoning Code and 
related to (1) building setbacks, 
parkland.

School facilities are a conditionally permitted use within zoning designations R 
proposed project would be in conformance with most standards , goals , and policies in the City

Zoning Code and , inconsistencies would result with 

code regulations and 
proposed project and both the Zoning Code and 
section 3. 3 above.

Inconsistencies would occur with the Zoning Code General Requirements 5 , 7 , 8, and 10 related

to setbacks and height requirements. The proposed project would include 

the front and rear yards, where the zoning code requires 20 feet (General Requirements 5 and 8).

In addition, the ' sideyards on Duncan 
requires 10 feet (General foot

height limit on portions of 
structure (General 
proposed at 48 feet, 2 , the elevator tower on the parking structure would be

a maximum of 40 feet in height, although the remainder of the parking structure would be 
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than 30 feet in height. The project would be in 
Architect.

Inconsistencies would occur betWeen the project and the goals and policies in the General 

Open Space and Conservation element. Loss 
and Conservation Element Goal 1 and Policy 1. The proposed project would result in the 
of parkland in an area where there is a current shortage of parks.

Mitigation Measures

LC- The design of the proposed project shall comply with the 
Architect. 

No 
General Plan conformity. Impacts on land use would be significant and unavoidable.

Less-than-Significant Impacts

The proposed development of a high school would result in the 
properties that are occupied by 47 dwelling units and reconfiguration of an existing 
proposed project, on 14.8 acres, would 
space , would not require 
the established community of Lynwood.

Proposed high school development would require 
extending east from Duncan Road 
vacation or eminent domain.

Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact , in conjunction

with three , a , expansion of Agnes 

Elementary Schools, replacement of temporary 
existing schools, and renovation of existing schools, combined with development in the City of

Lynwood and the adjacent communities.

The proposed project would result in land use 
proposed project and 
including setbacks and height limitations and loss of parkland. 
is anticipated to generally conform to the requirements 

jurisdictions. Development of new schools may result in an increase in open space at 
locations within the 

substantial conformance with the Lynwood City Zoning Code, however some specific zoning
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requiremems. mcluding height and -\11 prolecr:o

would be built in accordance pro1ect. ill

conjunction with development of significant and

unavoidable cumulative land use impacts related to inconsistencies with the City Zoning Code.
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The Honorable Board of Supervisors
September 16, 2003
Page 2

Approve and instruct the Chair to sign the Three Party Agreement Re Ham Park
with 
presentation, the deed park use 
reversionary interest in Ham Park, after approval as to form by County Counsel.

Authorize the Chief Administrative Officer to take all other actions 
consummate the including
approvals related to the City s acquisition and construction of a substitute park
transfer of the County's park use 
substitute park , and release of funds from escrow.

PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The s park use 
reversionary interest from Ham Park, allowing the City to transfer 
District for the development of a new high school. In exchange for the County s release
of its park use , the City agrees to place a 
park use restriction on replacement property which the City will acquire and develop as
a comparable , city-owned park, with a reversionary 
should the substitute park not be used for public park purposes.

Implementation of the allocation of
approximately $35.9 million to be paid to the City for the acquisition and construction of
the substitute park. 0 million of the State s allocation will be reserved
in escrow to compensate the County for its reversionary interest, should the City fail to
acquire the necessary property and construct the substitute park.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The 
beneficial and 
reversionary interest between properties of substantially equal characteristics and value
will provide the City and the District the opportunity to develop a new high school and a
new public park which will fulfill public needs consistent with the County s stated goal.

N:\Board Letters\HamPark. DOC



The Honorable Board of Supervisors
September 16, 2003
Page 3

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

There is no fiscal 
reversionary interest 
value. Should the 

Agreement, the 
property, which is approximately $4.0 million , to fund public park purposes.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

In May of 1953 the 
Park (at that time known as Lugo Park) to the City in exchange for the City s agreement
to maintain the property as a city public park in 
approximately 8. 1 acres of open space, including 3.9 acres of 
basketball court.

The District now seeks to construct a 1 600-student high school on approximately 14.

acres of land , which includes Ham Park. The State is providing separate funding for the
District's construction of the 
16,000 square foot gymnasium , an 11 000 square foot lecture/debate/performance hall
a 34 000 square foot area for , an 11 000 square foot library
and 8. 1 acres of open space , with 5.2 acres of playfields for joint community and school
use and five basketball courts. The Abbott Residence , built in 1889, and located within
Ham Park , will be relocated to another part of the high school site.

The City has identified approximately 10 acres for a substitute park located south of the
Century Freeway (Interstate 05)arong the east and west side of Atlantic Avenue. The
site includes 41 separately owned residential and commercial properties which the City
will need to 
construction , the substitute park will be owned and operated by the City. Based upon a
limited scope 
Associates , the District is requesting that the State allocate approximately $35.9 million
for the acquisition and construction of the substitute park. 

request on September 24 , 2003.
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The Honorable Board of Supervisors
September 16, 2003
Page 4

Escrow Agreement

The Agreement is structured to permit the District to move forward with the construction
of the new , with the
development of the substitute park to proceed 
that the District will , upon its receipt, transfer the State s allocation of $35.9 million to the
City for the sole purpose of funding the acquisition and construction costs of a substitute
park with substantially the same characteristics and value as Ham Park.

Upon the close of escrow, the County will be required to transfer its park use restriction
and reversionary interest in Ham Park to the City in exchange for the City s agreement
to impose a 
property. The County s transfer of its reversionary interest to the City will extinguish its
reversionary interest in Ham Park. The City will then transfer Ham Park to the District for
the construction of the new high school.

Pursuant to the Agreement , approximately $4.0 million of the State allocation paid to the
City, which represents the fair market value of the Ham Park property, will be retained in
escrow after the transfer of 
acquired all necessary parcels for the 
construction of the park , the
Agreement requires that the City impose a restrictive covenant on the property imposing
the County s park use restriction and reversionary interest on the substitute park.

In the event the City fails to acquire the property necessary for the substitute park within
three years of the date of execution of the Agreement , the County will be 
withdraw the $4.0 million retention as compensation for its reversionary 
County is required under State law to use those funds for public park 
part of the State 
substitute park, or to , must be
refunded to the State.
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The Honorable Board of Supervisors
September 16 , 2003
Page 5

As a condition of the Agreement, the District and the City have agreed to 
existing joint use agreement to 
park, the City may 
services currently utilizing Ham Park.

The City approved the Agreement on September 2 , 2003 and the District will consider
this matter on September 9 2003. Your Board's approval of the Agreement is required
prior to the State s consideration on , 2003, of the
District's application for financing of the acquisition and 
park , or the District may be ineligible for this State funding.

Transfer of this park use 
Section 25550.7 of the California , which allows release of a public
park similar restriction being placed on a 
property.

County Counsel has reviewed all 
them as to form.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

The District , in its role as 
California Environmental Quality Act 
adopted certain findings 
proposed project (the development of the new high school). In its role as a responsible
agency, your Board must independently consider the environmental document prepared
by the lead agency and reach your own conclusions regarding the environmental effects
of the proposed 
determine that 
environmental impacts of , and 
environmental findings 
certification of the s preparation of appropriate CEQA 
the acquisition and construction of the substitute park, will be funded through the State
allocation.
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The Honorable Board of Supervisors
September 16, 2003
Page 6 

IMPACT ON CUR~ENT S!=RVICES l.QB.fBOJECTS\

The . transaction 
services because it will allow the District to construct a new high school and the City to
develop a , which will be subject to s park use
restriction and reversionary interest.

CONCLUSION

It is , Board of Supervisors , return two 
copies of the executed Agreement and two certified copies of the Minute Order , and the
adopted , stamped Board letter to the CAO Real Estate Division at 222 South Hill Street
3rd Floor, Los Angeles , CA 90012 for further processing.

~ .

"-DAVID E. JANSSEN)
Chief Administrative "officer

DEJ:CWW
CB:CK:cc

Attachments (3)

c: County 

Auditor-Controller
Department of Parks & Recreation

N:\Board Letters\HamPark. DOC



ATTACHMENT A

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
AS PREPARED BY

YNWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT



FINAL

E~"VIRONMENTAL IMPACT REpORT

SCH No. 

L\NWOOD UNIFIED 

PROPOSED NEW 

MARCH 2002

Prepared for
Lynwood Unified School District

Prepared by
EIP Associates

,!"'



FINAL

ENVIRONMENTAL 

SCH No. 

LYNWOOD 

PROPOSED NEW 

MARCH 2002

Prepared for
Lynwood Unified School District

Prepared by
EIP Associates



Part 

CONTENTS

Draft Environmental Impact Report
Introduction.................................................................. ........................................... 1-

Project Oven-ieu- and Em-ironmental 
1.2 

Scope of Em-ironmemal Impact Report........................................................................
1 . -+ 
1 . EIR Contents................. 

Document Organization...................................................................................
Impacts Found to be Less than Significant in Initial Srudy ........................

\reas of Controversy and ed .........................................................1.6

Project Description................. ................................................... .... 
Project Location....... ..... 

2- 1

., ., 

Project Need 2 - "7

Project Objectives................ 2 - "7

Proposed Project Characteristics............... 
Construction .\ctivities ...................................................................................
Intended Cses of this EIR .............................................................................

C umulative Context.................................. .............. 2 - 11
Lynwood Unified School District 
C umula tive 2- 20

Environmental Analysis. ...... 
1 A 

Existing Conditions........................................................................................
Regulatory Framework ..................................................................................
Thresholds of Significance ............................................................................
Project Impacts ...............................................................................................Cumulative Impacts -

.......................................................................................

\ir 
Existing Conditions.. '''' 
Regula tory 2- 5
Thresholds of Significance ............................................................................
Project Impacts ""'" 
Cumulative Impacts ..... 

Biological Resources.......................................................................................................
3 .

Existing Conditions ......... 
Regulatory Framework ..................................................................................3. 3- 2
Thresholds of Significance.. 
Project Impacts...................... 3 .3- 3
Cumulative Impacts................................ '..'''''''''' 3- 3

C ulrural Resources...................................................... .................................. 

Existing Conditions ."."."'" 
Regula tory 4- 5

2.4
2.5

3.3

3.4

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR 111



Con!en!,r

3.4. Thresholds of Significance .3 .

3.4. Project Impacts. 3.-+- -

3.4. Cumulatiye Impacts """""""""'"''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''.. 3'-+-

~eology and Soils 5- 1

Existing Conditions 
Regulatory Framework ....... 
Thresholds of Significance 
Project Impacts...... 5- 9

5 Cumulati,-e Impacts .....................................................................................
Hazards and Hazardous Materials...... 

Existing Conditions 
Regulatory Framework.. ......".... ....................................................................
Thresholds of Significance 

6. -+ 
Cumulative Impacts .....................................................................................

Hydrology and \X.'ater Quality 7 -

Existing Conditions 7 -

Regulatory Framework 
Thresholds of 
Project Impacts 7 -

C umulatiye Impacts 7 -

Land l- se ""'" 
Existing Conditions 
Regulatory Framework 
Thresholds of 
Project Impacts... 3. 8-
Cumulatiye Impacts ..............................

,........................................ ..............

Noise.................................... .................... 

Existing Conditions ...............

,.... .......................".............. ............... ...... ....... 

Regulatory Framework 
Thresholds of Significance ....

:.......................................................................

Project Impacts 

Cumulatiye Impacts 
Popula cion and Housing...... 10-

: 1 1 0-

10. Regulatory Framework ................................................................................ 10-
10. Thresholds of 1 0-

10. Project Impacts 10-
10. Cumulative Impacts 10-

Public 11-
11. Existing Conditions ..................................................................................... 11-
11. Regulatory Framework ................................................................................ 11-
11. Thresholds of Significance .......................................................................... 11-
11. Project Impacts ""''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''..... 11-
11. Cumulative Impacts ..................................................................................... 11-

Recreation.................. .......... 12-
12. Existing Conditions ..................................................................................... 12-
12. Regulatory Framework ................................................................................ 12-

7.4

.., .., ,..,). 

I\" LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



(1'1.""1::'

12. Thresholds of Significance 1 ~-

12.4 122
12. Cumulanye Impacts 12-

13 13.
13. Existing ..Conditions................................................................................... 3.
13. Regulatory Framework 
13. Thresholds of Significance 
13. Impacts ..... 
13. Cumulatiye Impacts 13-

Project Altema rives....... ............................ ............... ...................... ..... ............,........ 4-
Inrroduccion 4- I
Project Objecciyes 

Other Alternaci,"es Considered ..................................... 4- I
Expansion of Lynwood High School............................................................ .4-
Development at Various Sites in Lynwood...................................................

4.4 
4.4. Alternacive 1: No Project Alternative ............................................................
4.4. :\lrernative 2: Ham Park Site Only............................................................... .4-
4.4.3 .-\ltemacive 3: Limited ..4- 1 ()

4.4.4 Ham .4-
Comparison of Impacts of the .4-
Em-ironmentalIy Superior Alternative 

CEQA- Required Sections ...................................................................... ... 
Growth- Inducing Impacts 
Summary of Cumulative Impacts 5- 2

3 Significant, Irreversible, Environmental Changes 
5.4 Significant, Unavoidable Adverse Impacts '''''''''''''''''''''''''...................................."..... 5- 

List of Preparers ..,. 

References...................................... ............. 
7. 1 7 -

Persons Consulted.... 

Appendices
Appendix A
Appendix B
Appendix C
Appendix D
A ppendi."( E
Appendix F

Inicial StUdy/Nocice of Preparation and Comments
Historical Resources Impact Assessment
Air Quality Data
Transportacion Technical Report
Proposed Joint Use Agreement
Noise Data 

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



Con/en!.r

Tables in Pan 1

Table 1-
Table 2-
Table 2-
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.

Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3.
Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-

Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-
Table 3. 10-

Table 3. 12-
Table 3. 13-
Table 3. 13-
Table 3. 13-
Table 3. 13-

Table 3. 13-

Table 3. 13-
Table 3. 13-

Table 4-

Summary of Project Impacts and Mitigation 
Summary of Project and Site Characteristics ................................................
list of 

Summary of Ambient Air Quality in the Project Yicinity........................
Existing Localized Carbon Monoxide Concentrations ............................
Existing Project Site Daily Emissions .........................................................
Estimated Daily Construction Emissions...................................................
Project Daily Operational Emissions ........................................................
Future Localized Carbon Monoxide Concentrations .............................
Regional Faults Affecting Lynwood ............................................................
Relationship Between Greatest Measure Intensity and 
Facilities Identified within 1/4 Mile of the Proposed Project Site by
SC_-\ Q I\JD :.. '"'''''''' 3.
General Requirements for Residential Zones Parcels...............................
Typical Sound Levels Measured in the 
Existing On-Site Noise Levels 9- 3
Typical Outdoor Construction Noise Levels .............................................
Population Growth: City of Lynwood 1 0-
Households in Lynwood and Los Angeles County (1990-2000) .......... 10-
City of Lynwood Age Distribution in 2000.............................................. 10-
Housing Stock in the City of Lynwood .................................................... 10-
Total Housing Units: City of Lynwood 
Structure............ ........... 3. 1 0-
Residential Relocation Resources .............................................................. 10-
Estimated Number of Vacant Housing Units (Neighboring Cities) .... 10-
RHNA Needs by Income Category .......................................................... 10-
SCAG Population, Households, and Employment Forecast................ 1O-
Housing Units by Income Category .......................................................... 1 0-
Comparison of Housing Needs and Available Housing in the Project Area

"""""""""'''''' ..... 

:.............................................................. 3. 1 0-
Existing Park Facilities in Lynwood .......................................................... 12-
Relationship Between ICV Values and Levels of Selyice ...................... 13-
LOS Volumes/Capacity Values ADT) ............ 13-
Existing Traffic V olumes ............................................................................ 13-
Existing Intersection Levels of Service/ICU Values (A.m. Peak Hour) 

........................ ................................... ................

,............................................. 3. 13-
Comparison of Current and Project-Generated Traffic V o)umes/ICV
\l alues 13- 7
Parking Generation 13-
Comparison of Current and Project-Generated Traffic Volumes/ICU
\J ahies 

~.......................................... ..... 

13-
Comparison of the Impacts of the Alternatives ........................................ .4-

. 'I:

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



COI:/,'I.':.

Figures in Part 
Figure 2-

Figure 2-
Figure 2-
Figure 2-

Figure 2-

Figure 2-
Figure 2-
Figure 3.
Figure 3.
Figure 3. 13-
Figure 3. 13-

Regional ~lap ..... 
Project _~rea "'''' "'" 
Project \7"iciniry I\1ap 
Project Site Existing Condirions Conceptual Dra'wing................................
Proposed New High School Site Plan............................................................
Related Projects 

1 ~
Srudy Locarions for New and Expansion School 
Fa ulrs i\lap ....... .................................. ........-................. 

5- 3
l\; oise l\Ieasurement Locarions 3. 9-
Project Traffic Study lntersecrions 13-
Post-Project Turning Movements at Marrin Luther King)r. 
\X/right Rd ........... 

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



Contenl.;

Part 2: Response to Comments
ntroduction .... 
-\. CEQ.-\ Requirements.. 
B. \,iew Process 
C. D. 
Text Changes to the Draft A. B. C. 
Comments and Responses..... A. B. 

Letter from State of California Office of Planning and Research """""""""'" III-
Responses to Letter from State of California Office of Planning and

Research..... ......... .................. 

Letter from California Department of Transponation 
Responses to Letter from California Department of Transportation 

Letter from City of Lynwood 
Responses to Letter from City of 

Letter from Luis and Petta 
Responses to Letter from Luis and Petra Carcamo 

Letter from Gabriel 
Responses to Letter from Gabriel 

Mitigation Monitoring Program 
1\. 

Purpose..... ...... 
Responsibilities and Duties 

List of Mitigation 

II.

III.

IV.

T abies in Part 2

Table lII-
Table III-2 .

Table IV-

List of Commentors 
Summary of Issues Raised in Comments 
New High School Mitigation Monitoring Program 

V11J LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



PART 1

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT



1.0 INTRODUCTION

Project Overview and Environmental Setting

The subject of this EIR") is the ~e\\" 
proposed by the Lynwood unified School District ("the District" or "LCSD"). The pro1ect 
15 located U1 the eastern portion of Lrnwood, and it I.. .

Boule\-ard on the north, , Cortland .

\\'

enue on the
south , and ~' right Road on the 
situated on 14.8 acres that would 600 high school

srudems. For a , refer to 0 (Vrolect

Descriptlon) of this document.

The 
metropolitan area , approximately ten miles south of downtown Los Angeles, and is bounded on

the north by the City of South Gate, on the southeast by the City of Paramoum, on the south
and southwest by the City of Compton, on the 
\ngeles area known as Willowbrook, and on the 
known as Watts. The area 
(State Highway 710), the east-west Glenn M. Anderson 
east-west 1- 10 Interstate to the north.

The proposed project site is located in the nwood, slightly less than

mile west of the 710 Freeway, and 

m\' erted L-shaped project site 
Bouleyard on the north: Wright Road on the west; Courtland and Walnut Avenues on the south;
and Louise and Duncan A \'enues on the east.

Purpose and Use of the Environmental Impact Report

As described in the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") Statute ~21002.1: "The
purpose of an 

enVlronment of a project, to identify alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner 

which those significant effects can be mitigated or avoided.

This EIR has been 
Pursuant to CEQA, the District, as the "lead agency" for the proposed project, has detennined
that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the environmem.
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TIus Draft EIR (DEIR) is intended to infonn the 
project-specific and cumulanve environmental impacts of the proposed project. and nllnganon

measures. This DEIR has 
consequences of implementation of the project, including all of the appronls 

needed to construct or implement the project, whether or not such actions are explicItly 

the EIR. The District 
to certify the EIR, , and adopt a Mitigation Monitoring 

Other agencies that may review and comment on this EIR and may 
of project pennits or other actions , but are not limited to, the City of Lynwood.

Department of Toxic . and the

California State Allocation Board. , but may

not be limited to , Los Angeles Regional Water Qualiry Control Board, South Coast Air Quality

Management District. and State Office of Historic Preservation.

1.3 Scope of Environmental Impact Report

In accordance with Public Resources Code ~21002. , the purpose of this EIR is to 
potential environmental impacts resulting from the construction and operation of the proposed

New High School, identify mitigation measures to reduce significant environmental impacts, and

identify and evaluate 
process provides an opportunity for the 

environmental effects and further infonn the environmental 
to each significant environmental issues identified during the public review process.

The District and the City implemented a 
EIR referred to as the "scoping process." The 

eight community meetings, beginning in 

feasibility and planning study, called the Facilities Master Plan, which was made public in April

2000. A , 2000. No

members of the public or 
meetIngs.

The Facilities Master Plan was approved by the Lynwood Board of Education on June 27, 2000

as a framework for future 
District. No comments on the 

On December 5 , 2000 , a meeting was held for the homeowners affected by the Proposed New

High School; approximately 14 of the 27 homeowners were in attendance.

The City sponsored a public , 2001 , to discuss potential

future projects to address the needs identified in the , including the proposed

LUSD Proposed New High School Draft EIR
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proJect. !\otlce of this 
of the meeting was sent to erusement. .-\.pprox.mutelr 
persons were 

Subsequently, four public meetings were held within the community to 
expansIOn during May 2001 (on May 9, 11 , 16 , and erused
111 wspapers: The Lynwood Journal and The Lynwood 
the District clistribured about 16 000 flyers through the existing student population for the 
meetl11gs. .-\.pproxirnate1y 15 to 20 persons attended each 

The District prepared an 
proposed project may haye a significant effect on the em-ironment. The 
that an EIR 
implementation of the proposed New High 

, .200 l , tl1e District
clistribured a Notice 

interesred parties. Notice of Preparation of an Envlronrnentallmpact Report 
the Lynwood Journal on June 6, 2001. A copy of the Nap , and the responses 
the 30-day public , are contained in .-\.ppendix .-\. of this 

-\ meeting 
Guidelines Section 15082(c) on , 2001. 
included the District Superintendent, , District consultants, the City

Mayor, City l'vlanager, and representatives from a number of 
was requesred by the City and held in order to assist the lead agency in determining the scope
and content of the EIR.

Comments 
ha..-e been considered in 

this EIR enluates the following , air quality, biological resources
cultural resources , geology and soils, hazards and , hydrology and water

quality, land use and , population and housing, public services, recreation

transportanon/traffic, and utilities 
would result in no impacts related to 
those lssues are not addressed ill this DEIR (see 
in Appendix A of this EIR).

1.4 EIR Process

As noted above , an , 2001 , which began
a 30-day re,'iew period during which public and 
preparation of the DEIR. day review period ended on June 25 , 2001. This DEIR was
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prepared by consultants retained by the District and by Dismct staff, subject to the mdependenr

renew and Judgmenr of the District.

This DEIR is being day period for 

other interested parties , agencies, and organizations. During the , copies of the

DEIR will be 
DEIR and the 
normal business hours at the District offices (at the address 

nwood Unified School District
11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood, C\ 

Lynwood City Library
11320 Bullis Rd.
Lynwood, C-\ 90262

\X:ritten comments on the EIR should be addressed to:

Bertha del Rivero , Public Infonnation Officer
Lmwood Unified 
11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood, C-\ 

Following the close of the written public comment period, responses to written and recorded

oral comments on the environmental effects of the project will be 
Final EIR (comprised of this Draft EIR, comments on the Draft EIR, and written responses to

those comments) and the Mitigation Monitoring Program, which describes the process to ensure

implementation of , will then be 
meeung.

The District will 
re,.ise , or reject the proposed project. Approval of the proposed project 
written adoption of findings and a 
unavoidable en\Tlronmental effect identified in , the District must 

consider a , which 

implememationof the 
project to reduce or avoid significant effects on the environment. 

program would ensure CEQA compliance during project implementation.
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1.5 EIR Contents

1.5. Document Organization

This EIR describes the existing environmental resources on the project site and 

the project site, 
Identifies mitigation measures that could a"oid 
impacts, The 
resources , cultural resources , geology and soils , hazards and hazardous materials. hydrology and

,-vater quality, land use and planning, noise , population and housing, public 
transportation/traffic , and utilities and service 

description of the physical 

proposed project, an evaluation of the 

identification of the measures that would reduce project-related impacts.

In addition to , Chapter 3.0 (Em-ironmental 

e,' aluation of cumulatiye impacts, that is, those impacts created as a result of the 

project together with other probable future 
related impacts.

Section 15126.6 of the 
alternatins to the 

(Alternatives).

Section 15126.2( d) inducing

unpacts , whIch are , beyond that

directly caused by the project, as induced by ~e proposed project either through removing an

obstacle to development or by 
economy. inducing impacts resulting from implementation of the proposed
project are analyzed in section 5. 1 (Growth-Inducing Impacts).

This EIR is 'organized into seven chapters , as described below.

Chapter 1. 0 lntroduction-Prm;des an introduction and overview describing the intended

use of the EIR and the review and certification 

summary of the environmental of the

proposed project, describes proposed mitigation measures, and indicates . the level of

significance of impacts after mitigation.

Chapter 2. Project a detailed description of the proposed project

including its location, background information, major objectives, and 

characteristics , and a discussion of related projects, including a list of the related projects

that were identified as relevant to the cumulative 
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Chapter 3. Enzironmental a descnptlon of the ennronmental 
and an 

ennronmental 
description of the , identifies potential 

cumulative impacts, and recommends mitigation 

to the extent 

prm-ides an overview of the scope of the impact analysis, including 
wtuch issues were determined to be 

proposed project.

Chapter .f.. 0 Alte17latitles-Describes feasible alternatives to the 

could reduce or avoid significant affects , prm-ides a comparison of the impacts of the
alternatives , and identifies the environmentally superior 

Chapter 5. Other CEQA analysis , as required by CEQ;
regarding impacts that would , including growth-

inducing impacts cumulative impacts significant to the

em-ironment, and significant unavoidable adverse impacts.

Chapter 6. Organi::;:.alions and Persons Pn'pan'r.r- Lists report authors

by section . District staff, and others providing technical 

reVle\V of the 

Chapter 7. Rqemlces-Provides bibliographic infonnation for 
resources cited.

1ppendices-Includes technical appendices to the EIR

0 -

\. 

0 B. 

0 C. 

0 D. 

0 E. 

0 F. 

Impacts Found to be Less than Significant in 

The Initial Study determined that no 

resources: agricultural resources and mineral resources (refer to Sections 

Srudy in Appendix A . pages 7-8 and 18). Therefore, these resources are not evaluared in detail

in this EIR. The family residencies. It is not

zoned for , and no 
project. In addition , no known or suspected mineral resources are located on the project site.
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Areas of Controversy and Issues to Be Resolved

Tills Draft EIR addresses ed that are known or wcre

raised by agencies or interested parries during the N OP public renew lor durillg the

scooping process. The primary ed related to the

em-ironmental reSOUIces of 

recreational reSOUIces , change in land use designation of the site. traffic 

assoCIated with on 

for law enforcement 

total of fi\-e comment 

included in Appendi" "\ of the EIR, and the major 
summarized as follows:

Ca/~jonzia Department o/Transportation (CaltrallS). This agency requested preparation of a

traffic to analyze the project s overall impact on the State transportation system.

including Interstate 710 (Long Beach 

Ci~r ~r ~rnwood. Comments from the Planning Deparrment. Community Development

Deparunent, Parks and Recreation Deparrment, Public \,\'orks Deparrment. and the Los

\ngeles County Sheriff were provided. In one letter dated 
include loss of recreational facilities , potential conflicts with City General Plan and

Zoning Code, potential increases in noise levels, removal of on-site dwelling units

potential increased demands on police protection, light and glare , alterations to existing

drainage patterns , water quality, traffic hazards , traffic congestion , emergency access , loss

of the potentially historic Abbott House, demands on parking, potential impacts due to

flooding, and updates to the District's safe routes to schools plans. , the letter

requests an analysis of the cumulative impacts from the implementation of the District
Facilities Master Plan. A project alternative suggested in the letter is development of
Centers of Excellence.

Cozm!J' of Los Angeles The Fire Departmenr noted that the proposed

project would need to meet requirements related to water flow, fire deparrment access

and fire protection systems. This letter also requested an 
fire department response level to handle an emergency incident at the proposed New

High School.

'I:

Native American Heritage The Commission noted that sacred lands file 

should be performed for the proposed project.

S oZlth Coast The air quality analysis should address project

construction and operation and identify mitigation 

significant air quality impacts.
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II 2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed New High house
600 high school ercw\\'(.!mg at the

eXIsting high school and 

forecasted population 
project location , the existing characteristics of the project site and the 

for the project, the project s objectives , the characteristic of the proposed project. and project
appro...-als required 

.1',,, s:".::nt: 

iTc.

\.'! 

Ci'Jf:

/1: Par. 

ChaNer II

Project Location

-\5 illustrated by Figure 2- , the Lynwood Unified School District serves residents in the City of

Lynwood. The -\ngeles
metropolitan area, approximately ten miles south of 

bounded on the north by the City of South Gate, on the southeast by the City of Paramount, on
the south and southwest by the City of Compton, on the west by the unincorporated County of
Los Angeles area known as Willowbrook, and on the northwest by the City of Los 
known as Watts. The project location 2) is at the corner of Martin Luther King Jr.
Bouleyard and Wright Road, City of Lynwood, Los Angeles County, California. The project site
includes Ham Memorial Park ("Ham Park") and 47 residential dwellings (Figure 2-3).

Regional access to the District area is provided by 710) and Century (1- 105)

Freeways. The Long Beach Freeway 000 feet east of the site , and the Century

Freeway is approximately 1 000 feet south of th~ 
(Figure 2-3) are Martin Luther King Jr, Blvd, which bounds the 
Street, which bounds the site on the south; Wright Road, which bounds the site on the east; and
Louise , W'alnut, and Duncan, which bound the site on the west.

Project Site Characteristics

The project site occupies 14.8 acres immediately south of Martin Luther King Jr. 
street is a four-lane east-west anerial that bounds the north 
Street is a two-larie east-west collector street on the southern boundary 

Street is a two-lane north-south collector street on the eastern boundary of the property.

The site is currently surrounded on the north, west, and south with , including

single-family residences and duplexes. Commercial and manufacturing 

east, across Wright Street, Surrounding uses include:

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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""'

I !) ro, f\' :r::-:..."

':Or1IJ--l\lart:ll1 Luther l-Jng Jr. Bouleyard, beyond which are 

properoes

' .

Soutb-Cortland Street, beyond which are smgle- family residential properoes and a

mobile home park

East-Wright Road, beyond 'which are industrial uses

est-Louise. Walnut, and Duncan Streets , beyond which are residentIal properties

The project , and the remaining 4.8 acres include T

residential properties by 47 dwelling units (Figure 2-4). The addresses of 

at the project site are as follows:

5246 I\Iartin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 5229 Walnut Ave,

5240 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 5235 W alnut Ave.

5234 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 5241 Walnut Ave.

5230 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 5247 Walnut AYe.

5224 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 11500 Louise :\ ve.

5222 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 11506 Louise Ave.

5212 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 11512 Louise ..\ye.

5206 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 11522 Louise Ave.

11404 Duncan Ave. 11526 Louise Ave.

5203 Walnut Ave. 11532 Louise Ave.

5207 Walnut ~-\ve. 11534 Louise Ave.

5215 Walnut Ave. 11540 Louise Ave.

5219 Walnut A,' 11544 Louise Ave.

5225' 

See Semon 

(Text ChanJ

Tn Part 

::,

Chapter II.

See Set'tion I

(Text ChanJ

in Part 

Chapter II.

Ham Park , a lighted , picnic areas with 

barbecue braziers, basketball court, volleyball court, two 
patio), and a children s play area with play equipment. The park 

recreational programs, including baseball, softball, and dance classes (in the meeting rooms). 

vacant structure referred to as the Abbott 
Luther King Jr. Blvd. and Wright Road. This structure is described in 
Cultural Resources. The , Walnut, and 

A venues. An alley 

the residences.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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(1 Prol"'-: n".

''-~:.'''''

The City of L~.nwood Zoning Code designates me park as R- l (single- family resldenualJ and 
resldennal areas are zoned R-2 (two-family residennal), Schools are a condlOonally permItted

use wirhin both of mese zone s General Plan designanon for me park 
space and me designarion for me residenrial area is townhouse and cluster housing,

Project Need

The existing Lynwood High School 
but currencly enrolls 4 346. Ir is merefore 874 srudents over -\s exisung middle school
and elementary , high school enrollment 

exacerbating the problem of overcrowding, During 2001 , overcrowding resulred in me addItion
of nine new modular 
would be 600 would relien
overcrowding at me 
currencly enrolled high school srudenrs to me new locarion, and accommodate increased srudent
population, which is 
demographic changes. No m"erall increase in District enrollment is projected as a result 
proposed project.

Cnder State la\\. , school disrricts mat have made all 

local debt capaclty and 
schools or modernize existing schools (that five years ago).

Under these requirements , the District meets the 
eligible for funds to ert temporary

classrooms to permanent srructures, and modernize 
eligible , the Discrict intends to apply for State funds for site 
proposed project,

2.4 Project Objectives

The onrall goal of 
the Lynwood community. 

Provide a full range of academic facilities and programs, including sciences , arts , and

physical education for 600 high school srudenrs on a contiguous site

Relieve overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High School

Expand enrollment 
Dlsrrict ) needs based on existing elementary and middle school enrollment and

demographic projecrions

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR



O Pro;ert Description

De,-elop a school that utilizes funds hardsrup
statUs" under State law

Proposed Project Characteristics

As shown in Figure 2- , the proposed project would result in construction of a high school that
would 000 , gymnasium,

administrative and , including a multi-purpose acm,ty 
project components are summarized 

TABLE 2- SUMMARY OF PROJECT AND 

Sil~ Characteristics

Southwest comer of Martin LUther KingJr, Blvd, and \,\'right Road
14. 8 acres

Component

-\ddress

Si te .-\rea

Site Dimensions Approximately 150 feet x 500 feet

Existing Land Use City park and residential dwelling units

Zorung Designation l and R-

General Plan
Open Space and Townhouse and Cluster Housing 7-14 unites per acreDesigna tion

Proposed Land use High School

Proposed Square
Approximately 162 000 Gross Square FeetFootage

Structural Lot Coverage Approximately 45%

Generally three stories above grade (up to 35 feet), with the exception of a
Building Height 48- foot fly loft on the performing arts center and 40-foot elevator tower

on the parkmg sttuctttte

Fronryard (Martin Luther King): 10 feet
Sideyard (Duncan Avenue):. 0 feet
Sideyard (Louise Avenue): 10 feet

Proposed Setbacks
Sideyard (\~.right Road): 10 feet

Sideyard (Walnut): 0 feet
Rearyard (Cortland Avenue): no strucrures at this location

Proposed Parking Spaces 416

Outdoor Pia,' 1 Acres

Vehicular: Martin Luther KingJr. Blvd., Duncan Ave.

Project Access Pedestrian: Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., Wright Road, Duncan Ave,

Bus: Wright Road

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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O P"!jet/ Dump/io1l

The proposed High School would include the following specific components:

Classrooms

.-\. 

Performing ans theater and labs

G,-mnasium

Food service area

Libran'

Lockers

-\ thletic 

Hardcourt play areas

Surface parking

Parking strucrure

The following City functions would be located at the school site, and they would be 
Cit\- residents:

Tot lot" play area

Community facilities for continued recreational uses (ie., dance classes and an classes)

Relocated Abbott residence

Approximately 416 parking spaces would be provided on the site, in a surface lot and a parking
structure located south of Marrin 
relocated approximately 600 feet to the southwest, adjacent to Louise A 
landscaped open space, and other 

proposed project. This would include 1 acres of playing fields and recreational
facilities , as well ' as a "tot lot" play area resenTed for use by City 

indicate that lighted ball fields would not remain at the project site if the City 
Use Agreement, as proposed by the District. 
made a,"ailable to area residents during non-school hours, weekends , and holidays.

The proposed project would 
Avenue. In addition, the residences and adjacent Ham Park would be acquired by the District
through voluntary sale or in accordance with State 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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The analysIs pronded ill tlus EIR 
school facility. 
Ham Park,

Construction Activities

Detailed project phasing has not yet been 

recreational buildings and relocation of the ..\bbott , followed by 
grading and 

, grading. and 
approximately 18 to 

Intended Uses of this EIR

-\s described in the California Environmental Quality .Act ("CEQ.

-\"

) Statute ~21 002.1: "The
purpose of an 

em-ironment of a project, to identify alternatives to the project, and to indicate the manner in
\\-hich those significant effects can be mitigated or avoided.

This EIR has been 
Pursuant to CEQA. the District, as the "lead agency" for the proposed project, has determined
that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the em-ironment.

This Draft EIR (DEIR) is intended to inform the public of the 
project-specific and cumulative environmental impacts of the proposed project, and mitigation
measures. This DEIR has also 
consequences of implementation of the project, including all of the 
needed to construct or implement the project, whether or not such actions are 
the ElK 
to certify the EIR, approve the project, and adopt a Mitigation Monitoring 
Other agencies that may review and comment on this EIR 
of project permits or other actions , but are not limited to, the City of Lynwood
Deparunent of Toxic , California . and the

California State A,llocation Board. Other , but may
not be limited to , Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, South Coast Air Quality
.\Ianagement District, and State Office of Historic Preservation.

Cumulative Context

Cumulative impacts are the anticipated impacts of the proposed 

impacts of 

reasonably foreseeable growth may be based 
thereof:

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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\ lIst of past. present. and probable future projects producmg related or cumulam'

1!T1pacts

\ summary of 

document designed to evaluate regional or area-wide conditions

For the purposes of this EIR, the potential cumulative effects of the proposed project are based

upon a combination of a list of projects and adopted regional 

For , a list of "related projects" was 
includes projects identified in the 

Distrlct. projects identified in consultation with the City of Lynwood, and projects identified in

the adjacent cities of Bellflower, Compton , Downey, Huntingron Park, Paramount. and South

Gate. A list of 2 below and shown in Figure 2-6. The

cumulative context within the District and the region is 

Lynwood Unified School District Facilities Master Plan

A Facilities I\Jaster Plan for Lynwood Unified School District was approved by 
Education on June 27 , 2000. The 
State law (SB 50) to 
enrollment. and to identify 

current instructional standards.

The Facilmes Master Plan provides future enrollment projections using three methods: (1) 

modified-Cohon enrollment planning process used by the s Office of Public

School Construction; 
weight recent enrollments more 
projections from the State of California to 
with the Cohort 
comparing the results of the three methods, the Cohort Projection method was 

best indicaror of furore stUdent enrollment because the 
enrollment trends within the District. This projection method 
District would increase from 406 students in 

141 stUdents in 2009/10, an increase of approximately 3 735 students.

Using State standards for class size and instructional models, the capacity of existing schools in

the district was , including those

classrooms located in temporary buildings), which identified a future capacity shortage for a total
of approximately 4 262 students. To 

several schools , the Facilities Master Plan 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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No, Project Name

TABLE 2- LIST OF RELATED PROJECTS

i L\'
nwood T 

Center and L\'nwood
't\ 

::: I 

Holly,-,-' ood Spons
Center

-\tkmson Brick
Reclamation Plan

Child Development
Center

Demolition Phase II

Demenno/Kerdoon

Dominguez High
School Addition and
Proposed Rancho
Dominguez
Elementarv

Lead Agmn'

City of
Lynwood

Belltlower
nified School

District

City of
Belltlower

Department of
Conservation
Mining and
Geology Board

City of
Compton

City of
Compton

DTSC

Compton
Unified School
District

Site Address

Long Beach

Bh'd , north of
Cen tun'
Freeway

Cm'
Belltlower

City of
Belltlower

Intersection of
Central and
Rosecrans
Avenues

Intersection of
Artesian and
Santa Fe Street

Intersection of
-\rtesian and

. Santa Fe Street

Intersection of
Alameda Street
and Pine

A venue

Intersection of
San Jose
-\venue and
Compton
Boulevard

Type of Proiect

Retail proJecr thar
would and expand

the retail space rrom
approxunateh'
150 000 ro 300 000

, square reer

I Facwues and

I impro\'
emems at

eight exisung school
sites through
add1tion of

approXlITlarely 91

classrooms

Conversion of a 22-
acre golf. 2-acre
~IT.-\ R- O- \\", and

6-acre R- 1 lor mto
a multi-sport
recreational facility

Mining Reclamation

One-story 9.43/-
square-foot add1tion
to existing facility

Demolition of four
obsolete buildings of
42,500 assIgnable
square feer

Hazardous \\;:aste
Facilit\' Permit for
treatment, storage

and transfer of off-
site hazardous waste

Expansion of an
existing high school
and construction of
newelementary
school

Datf

i Pendme:

fNOD
! filed.J! 0(1

NOD
filed 3/00

NOD
filed
10/16/00

ND filed
11/99

ND filed
11/99

NOD
filed 7/01

ND filed
2/01

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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TABLE 2- LIST OF RELATED PROJECTS
No, Project Name Lead Agency Site Address Type of Project Dale

Jomr Outfall "H" L; Los Angeles Throughout Construction of
i ND 1 B County Cities of Long approximately
I 4.'99Trunk Sewer. Section Sanitation Beach, 11.500 feet of 90-

1 and 2 District Paramount. and and 96-inch
Compton diameter concrere

pipe sewer and
appurtenant
strucrures

SemTUc Replacement/ 1111 East Two-story addition ND filed
Expansion LRC Artesia 800 gross square 11/99

i College Boulevard feet
Compton

11 I 2000-2005 Compron Cit\, of Throughout the Update of Housing NOD

I Housing Element
Compton City Element of the flied 7/00

Cpdate General Plan

I Boeing N orrh
City of Downey Intersection of General Plan EIR flied

: .

-\merican Firness Washburn Road Amendment to 4/01

I Property for the

and Woodruff change Open Space
Iglesia De Cristo Avenue to Neighborhood

, Church EIR Commercial
Downe,' -\nimal Los Angeles 11258 South Expand the Downey ND fued
Shelrer Expansion County Garfield Animal Shelter b," 2/01

Department of Boulevard 300 square feet
Public Works

Downey Landings City of Downey Area bounded Specific Plan for EIR flied
Specific Plan by Lakewood development of 8/01

Boulevard/ shopping center
SR-19/Stewart office. research, and
and Gray Road medical uses on 160

acres

1 j Environmental National Intersection of Disposal of federal EA flied
Assessment Disposal -\eronautics Imperial property and 6/00
and Reuse of NASA and Space Highway and consideration of
Industrial Plant Administration Bellflower possible reuse plans

Boulevard

I Paramount Boulevard

Los Angeles Intersection of Establish a Special ND filed
Sire School Project County Paramount Education School: 6/01

Boulevard and 10 classrooms
Gardendale administrative
Street offices, and eating

areas

Pedestrian Bridge United States Firestone Removal of a bridge SE..-\ flied
Demolition & Army Corps of Boulevard and and its 12/99
Reconstruction , FUo Engineers Florence recons tru.cuon

i Hondo Avenue slightly downstream

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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TABLE 2- LIST OF RELATED PROJECTS
Project Name Lead Agency Site Address 

General Plan

-1.mendment

19 ' Hunungron Park 

ElemenraI\' School
No. -

211 Lindberg Corporation

Groundwater
Remediation by

CherrucalOxidation

: 1 i l\lanmod ide
Rcde\'elopmen t

I Project

")...,

p, C. Case No, 1706

23 i -1.rea

Learning Center

2~ I Rosecrans.-1. 

1-.::-8 School

City of
Hunnngton
Park

L\l' SD (Los
-1.ngeles 
School District)

Regional Water

Quality Control
Board, Region

City of
Ma\'W'ood

City of
Huntington
Park

L-1. 

Paramount
Unified School
District

CitY'\\ide

Intersecuon of
Carmelita
-1. venue

Corona
-1.'" enue, and
61 st Street

Bissell Street

Throughout the
City

City-wide

Randolph. Pine

Fishburn, and
61st Streets

(Huntington
Park)

Intersection of
Rosecrans
Avenue and

Garfield Street

Resoluuon to
apprm' e the General
Plan Housing
Element l' pdarc. for
years 2000-20t1S

I ~;;r
::~1 ~~ a

~~\\,

50.700.square- foot
elementaI\' school
facility

Pilot tes t to tes 
,'iability of
chlonnated soh"

destruction through
chemical oxidation

-1.dopr and

implement the
Redevelopment Plan
for Redevelopmem
Project thar includes

625 acres

Time extension for
enterpnse zone
designation
throughout city for
years 2001-2006

Construction and

operation of a new
132.000-sguare- foor
high school! middle
school facility to
accommodate 
two-semester seats
and up to 1 499
s rodents on a
Concept 6 schedule

Rosecrans Avenue

-:-

8School
Mitigated Negative
Declaration

Dull'

ND flied
1:2 10\)

i ;-";D flied

i '" () 

I (),

i ND 
11/()(1

NOD
ftled

I 12/00

ND filed
12/01

NOP
filed 6/01

ND flied
12/00

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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TABLE 2- LIST OF RELATED PROJECTS

No, Project Name Lead AgenC)' Site Address T.ype of Project Dare

South Gate New L\LTSD Intersection of Construction and ND ftied::1

Elementary School Atlantic operation of a new 10/01
No. -: Avenue 71.000-square- foot

Pinehurst elementary school

Avenue
Tweedy
Boulevard

Self Storage Facility City of South Between the Installation of an
I ND filedGate Rio Hondo 86. '720-square- foOt I 9/99

channel and self-storage facility
Downey City consisting of sea

Limits contamers modified

to allow individual
lockable 
General Plan Land
Cse designation
would be changed
from Open Space to
Manufacturing

')-

I Southeast ;
\rea New L-\USD Intersection of Development of NOP

HIgh School No, 2 Tweedy approximately ftied 3/01
l\1iddle School No. Boulevard and 360 000 square feet

and Local District J Alameda Street of school facilities
-\dministrative and 25 000 square
0 ffices feet 

administrative
offices

Stanford New L-\USD Intersection Construction and ND fued
Priman' Center Long Beach operation of a new 8/01

Boulevard OOO-square- foot
Kansas Avenue pnmary center
and Missouri facility
-\ venue

. \cron\' m. '" rhl " JarL' " column abO\T arc as iollo\\'~:

\: 

\s:-,(.::\:,mcnr

U R )\0: 
'00' 
t' ( ) 1" 
~L \ \sse~sm""t

Sources: CEQ:\net Database: W\\w,ccLjuaner. ca,gO\"; (,jranr Taylor 2001 , per~onal cornmurucarion, .

identified one (Alternative E) as the preferred 
combination of expansion of existing (elementary school) sites and development of five new

schools to meet the identified shortfall, including one high school, one middle school, and three

elementary schools. The Facilities Master Plan then for these new

schools within the City of Lynwood (based upon 
demand in areas of the City), without identifying specific sites for the new or expanded schools.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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P'T!jed Desc17/Jlioll

Subsequent to the 
ro idennfy and e,-aluate existing school sites that could be expanded , and potentiallocanons tor

new schools. The identified 

which utilized a range of re,;ew criteria (described in the School Selection and CDE

2000) to reduce the number of sites under -\gnes and Lugo Elementary Schools

,",-

ere identified as candidates for site expansions , which would perrrut an increase ill enrollment

at Lugo Elementary School from , while enrollment at Agnes 

School would 
construction of new schools (which 7): (1) 

new high school (the subject of this EIR); (2) Lynwood 
at Long Beach Boulenrd and 
Beach Boulenrd between Palm and 2; and (5); a site

on l\lamn Luther King Boulenrd 
School No, 3. Other ated, and pennanent classrooms

constructed ro replace existing temporary classrooms.

See 5 e, tion B

(fe.'."t ClJangeJ)

ill Part 

Oapter II.

Pursuant to , the aluation of the

proposed SHes , including im'estigation of the potential for current or prior uses of the sites (or

areas adjacent to the site) to haye resulted in the presence of hazardous substances which could
pose a risk to occupants of the new or expanded schools. This process 
of a 

submitted to the State Department of Toxic 
upon a review of the initial , if DTSC 

adjacent areas) may pose a potential health risk, a Preliminary Endangennent Assessment (PEA)

must be prepared to further enluate , the Draft 

circulated for public 
If the 

contamination cannot be reduced to , then the 
further consideration.

For the purposes of the cumulative impact , renovation of existing schools

both site expansion projects (at Agnes and Lugo Elementary 
including the proposed project, would contribute to 

although seven sites have been identified (expansion of existing schools and construction of new

schools), until the site review process is completed for all seven sites, and DTSC determines that

any potential health risks can be reduced to acceptable levels, it is not known whether all seven

school projects will proceed at the currendy identified 
projects would occur at the currendy identified sites , based upon available preliminary planning

infonnation for the proposed two school expansion 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR



CI:I

SOUTH
GATE

-..-..-..-..-..

ABBOTT AD

'MPEA'AL 
HWY

SOUT
GATE

,..

O/llKS

LEGEND

CD Study Site for 

CD Study Site for 
Study Site for New Elementary School

CD Study Site for 

CD Agnes Elementary School
Lugo Elementary School

COMPTON

:::--

COMPTON BLVD

Not to Scale

SOURCE: EIP Associates
EB ~-f?~ 

1 0513-00

FIGURE 2-

Study Locations for
New and Expansion School Sites

L ynwood Unified School DistriCt



PTT!ied 

It should be noted 
mtended to 

demand, which is 
children in the City of eloped
expansion of enrollment is predicted to 
le\' els. This 

teachers and staff. Thus 
occur even in the absence of the construction of , or the proposed expansion of
two existing elememary schools.

Cumulative RegionaL Context

The study area for 
Lynwood and the , Compton, Downey, 

Paramoum, and South Gate , with the following 
South Coast ,\,ir Basin; (2) Traffic and Transportation, which is analyzed based on input from
the RCPG , whIch co\'ers the fi\'e-county area of Orange, Los Angeles , Ventura , Riyerside and
San Bernardino 
watershed.

For the Southern California region, air quality cumulative impacts are identified based upon the

Regional Comprehensive Plan and 

Association of Governments (SCAG); and the Air Quality 

by the South Coast Air Quality aluated
based upon the RCPG. The RCPG 
members and other regional planriing . the RCPG
is intended to serve as a framework to 
changes that can be 

sections that contain goals , policies , and technical data. The RCPG provides a 
the \'arious regioI)al plans, The RCPG is incorporated by 

is anilable for , 818 West Seventh Street, 12th Floor Los Angeles , CA
90017. The 

amendments , to acconunodate growth, to reduce the high pollutant 
Basin, to meet federal , and to minimize the 
pollution control measures have on the local 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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Aesthetics

The Initial than-sIgnificant impacts on 

There are no ie\\"s available from the project site, and the 
particular scenic 
from an open 
associated with the change in ,-isual character, including architecrural compatibility and potenual
light and glare issues, are addressed in this section.

Existing Conditions

The proposed project site 

the east bounded by i\lartin Luther King Boulenrd on the north, Duncan Avenue on the west,
Cortland Street on the south, and the park on the 
with most lots developed.

The park is 
current park has a total 1 acres, with 1 acres of open space , not
including the parking lots that occupy approximately rwo acres , and are located at the north and
eastern edges of the park. There are rwo on-site structures , including the Abbott House and two

community rooms. The Abbott House is a , located at the comer

of \X" right Road and Martin Luther King Jr, Blvd in the northeast comer of 
community rooms are one-story strucrures at the park, to the south of the Abbott 
None of the 
significance of the 

southerly portion of the park includes a baseball diamond. The absence 
to the limited number of trees in this section of the park, visible primarily from Cortland Street

contributes to the open space character of the park.

Residential units where the proposed High School would be located are primarily 
Dwelling units include small sized single- and multi-family structures. The structures include 

range of exterior colors , including beige, brown pink, and blue. 
poor condition, and ornamental vegetation is limited and not well maintained.

Residences are located to the north, west, and 
similar to those at the project 

and the built-out character of the area, long-range views from the project site are limited. Views

Ll!SD Proposed New High School EIR
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are dominated by foreground yiews of surrounding deyelopment, portlom
of the park prm'ide dIstant views of the San Gabriel I\lountains to the north.

Industrial denlopment 
warehouses. outdoor staging and , and 
adjacent free\vays are \-isible to the east 

The urban character of the area results in prominent night 
extenors. , including the . arc currently lit during

eyening hours to prm-ide 

purposes, These existing features generally reduce the quality of the 

3~1. Regulatory Framework

City of L ynwood Zoning Code

The -\rchitect, and the
proposed project has been 
de,' elopment standards are provisions of the City s zoning code. Only 
relennt to 

,,'

ith the City Zomng Code is provided in section 3.8 (Land 
listed below do not 
development. Howe,- , the analysis is provided in order to determine if the project would be

substantially compatible with City standards,

Section 25-4. 5: Development Standards

The following development standards shall apply to all land and buildings, other than accessory
buildings , permitted in their respective zones.

The following requirements are minimum unless otherwise noted:

Requirement

Building site. net area in square feet. 000 000

Lot coverage. maximum 50% 50%

10. Building height. maximum including chimneys
35 feet 35 feetantennas and any roof-mounted equipment

13. Residential structures shall have a 
including shingles , wood shake, asphalt dimensional shingles, clay or , pr
other similar roofing material. , glossy or polished and/or roll-formed type
metal roofing is permitted.. . 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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14. Residennal structures shall have an extenor 
concrete, or other . similar material. e ~l()~s\'

polIshed and! or roll- formed type metal 

Section 25-16.6: Fences and Masonry Walls

All fences or . honzontal 

minimal decoration and , aesthetlcally pleasmg side

facmg oUt tOward adjacent properties or the public 
fiberglass are not permitted as fencing material in any zone.

The followmg shall apply to fences and masonry 

6, Permitted Permanent' Front Setback Fences for Other Lses Penrutted In 
2. R-3 and P- D Zones: Schools , recreation facilities, churches and other places

of worship may have fences higher than four feet in front 
SL"" feet in 

existing facilities and conditional use permit review for new facilities or expansion of

existing facilities.

9. , R- , R-3 and P- D Zones: .
fence 'within the front yard setback area 

materials which include, but , chain link, chicken wire

fiberglass , metal, barbwire , razor wire, plastic , gypsum board, solid wood, or any

similar materials or any combination thereof.

Outside Storage and Trash Receptacle Design StandardsSection 25.16-

Storage areas shall be limited to the , and shall not be located nearer than 50

feet to the front property line.

-\ny oUtdoor area used for storage shall be completely 

and solid gate not less than 5 feet nor more than , incorporating design

elements to hinder easy climbing and access by 
approve the substirute of a fence in a , in his or her opinion . such

\\'

all or fence \vill adequately comply with the 

All new material equipment .or finished products stored or displayed:

1. 
said fence or wall.

4, 
wall not less than ten feet and not more than fifteen feet in height and on the fourth

side by a solid opaque impact resistant gate not less than five feet or more than ten

LUSD Proposed New High School 
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feet in heIght or of such ed by 

comnusslOn,

e. Trash 
e at

least three solid opaque impact-resistant walls a minimum of 5 feet and a maximum of 8

feet in height, and shall be located at the rearmost 

rrash receptacle walls shall be architecturally compatible and incorporated 

of the primary structure and where appropriate screened with 
satisfaction of the Director of \ solid 

not less than:; feet in height shall be provided.

City of L ynwood General Plan

Commuruty design anempts to 
works , engineering, land use planning, parks and recreation, landscaping, and architecrure. The

Commuruty Design Elemenr of the General Plan 
more derailed decisions can be made about subareas , individual sites , and specific projects \vithin

the Cit\,.

Thresholds of Significance

Implementation of the proposed project would result in a 
do either of the following:

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its

surroundings

Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day- or

nighrnme views in the area

1.4 Project Impacts

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Visual Character

The proposed project would modify the visual character of the site, from 

parkland and single-family and duplex residences to a high school with buildings , recreational

facilities, playing fields, and landscaped 

strUcrures, removal of mature trees and 
landscaping.

These new structures would have features, including heights and setbacks , which vary from the

existing structures, or from 

3.1-
LUSD Proposed New High School EIR



L,'-fl':

111cludes a ffiL\: of 

transporranon corridors . and smgle-story dwelling urnts.

Denlopmem of the 
Ciry of Lynwood. However , some project elements may be inconsistent with the height hnuts

and setbacks applicable to the project site. 
25. 16-6. and 25, 16--:: of the 

detail in section 3. 2 of this EIR). The proposed new 

of 35 

include a 

would be approximately 48 feet, 2 inches in height. In addition, although the parking 

would be less than 30 feet in height, the rop of the 

feet in height. (For s consistency with other pro,-isions of the

Zoning Code, refer to section 3.8 (Land Use)). Therefore , exceedances of the Zoning Code

height limit would be 
inconsistencies with the Zoning Code 
with adjacent development or the surrounding area.

The project design would ensure no net loss of landscaped open space. The existing Ham Park
provides a total of approximately 8.1 acres of landscaped open 

would prm-ide a total of approximately 8. 1 acres of landscaped open space within the 14. 8-acre

site. This would 
With the pw\rision of an equivalent amount of landscaped open space

, general consistency 

zoning code requirements , and inclusion of project landscaping, would ensure that the proposed

project would not 
surroundings . and impacts would be less than 

Light and Glare

The preliminary design of the hIgh school does not include a significant 

reflective surfaces and therefore the proposed project would not serve as a source 
glare. The 
fields, Similar 

, parking

strUcrure , and playing fields. This may increase the ambient light 

site that are currenrly occupied , by , as portions of the 

cunenrly lighted at night, the provision of new sources of light would not create a new source of

substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

Mitigation Measures

,\lthough impacts from night lighting would be 
, the following 

recommended to further minimize less-than-significant impacts on lighting.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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YIS- l : Project design 

perimeter of the 

appropriate , include features (e.g. , hoods or 
over onto adjacent parcels.

Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact , in conjunction

with three new elementary schools, a new middle -\gnes and Lugo

Elementary Schools, replacement of temporary classrooms with , and

renm-ation of existing schools , combined 

adjacent communities, Development of new schools or expansion of 
alter the appearance , replacing 

playgrounds and play fields , and landscaped open spaces. At some locations , this would include

construction of new 
vandalism, which could result in an improvement of the visual 

locations , residential structures would be replaced with school 
open spaces with 
would not , although some one-

stOry temporary structures may be replaced ation of existing

schools would not result in substantial changes to the visual character of those 

Because the City of , pending and future

projects would , or

the placement of new structures on sites that are currendy , the related projects

are geographically dispersed and generally not located at 

vantage point. .-\s a result, related development is not 

existing visual character or quality of the site of 

Due to the , development of new schools, expansion of

school sites , replacement of temporary 
with related development in the City 
new sources of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect 
area.

Therefore, proposed project, in , present, and probable 

projects would not result in substantial adverse aesthetic impacts , and cumulative impacts would

be less than significant.
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Air Quality

Tlus sectlon enluates the 
operation of the proposed 
conflict WIth or obstruct 
quality standard or contribute 
result In a cumuIatiyely considerable net increase of any criteria pollUtam for 
regIOn is non-attainment, to expose sensiri,.e receptors to substantial pollmam conccntrauons . or

ro create objectionable odors affecting a 
preparation of -\ir Qualir:' 

tSC-\QI\lD) CEQ_-\ Air -\ir Qualir:' 

(.-\Q:\lP), as amended, as well as federal and State regulations and guidelines,

Existing Conditions

A ir 

The proposed project site is located within the South Coast Air Basin 

irs geograplucal formation is that , with the 

and its pollutants in the valleys or basins below. This area includes 
non-desert portions of Los Angeles , San Bernardino , and Riverside Counties. The air 

\vithin the Basin is primarily influenced by a wide range of 

population centers , heav"Y vehicular traffic, and 

-\ir pollutant 
Stauonary sources can be divided inro tWo 

sources occur at an identified 
industry, 
heat, .-\rea sources are widely distributed and produce many small 

sources include residential and commercial water heaters, painting operations , lawn mowers

agriculrural fields. landfills , and consumer products such as barbeque lighter fluid and 

1\Iobile sources refer to , including 

emissions . and are 
opera red on roadways , ships , trains , racecars

and self-propelled constIUctionequipment. Mobile 
pollutant emissions within the Basin.

Both the 
outdoor cpncentrations of various pollutants in order to protect public 
state standards have been set at 

human health and welfare, and to protect the most 
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with a margm of \pplicable srandards are idenrified later in 
Coasr .\u Qualiry 

the Basin mto conformi~' with the federal and stare standards.

The air 
ozone, carbon monoxide (CO). fine particulate matter (pM ), and toxic air contanunants, Each
of these is briefly described below along with their adverse health effects.

O::;,one. Ozone is a gas that is formed when volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and
nirrogen oxides (NOJ-both by-products of internal combustion engine 
undergo slow photochemical reactions in the presence of sunlight. Ozone
concenttations are 
light \vind , and warm temperature condirions are favorable.

Carbon MOl1o.\:ide. CO is a colorless , odorless gas produced by the incomplete
combustion of 
morning, with little to no wind, when surface-based inversions ttap the pollutant at

ground levels. Because CO is emitted directly from internal combusrion 
ozone-and motor 
the Basin, the highest ambient CO concentrations are generally found near congested
ttansportarion corridors and intersections.

Fine Par/itlI/ate Matter. ." consists of extremely small, suspended particles or droplets
10 microns or smaller in diameter. Some sources of PM11I, 

are naturally occurring. However, in populated areas , most PM .II is caused by road dust
diesel soot, combustion products, abrasion of tires and brakes , and construction
act:1Y1t:J.es.

TO.\.7C Toxic air contaminants refer to a diverse group of air pollutants
that can affect human health, but have not had ambient air quality 

for them. This is not because they 

discussed above, but because their effects tend to be local rather than 

Existing Regional Air Quality

The entire level nonattainment area for ozone 
and Pi"! I'" It has recently improved&om non attainment to attainment with the federal standard
for nitrogen dioxide " The Basin level nonattainment area
for ozone , CO (Los Angeles County only), and PM

\!!.

In an effort ro monitor the various , the
SCAQMD has divided the region into 27 source receptor areas 
starions operate. The City of Lynwood is 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR



3._

~ . ,

1.'" ~il..

:.-

Coumy) and 
two. .-\.s such , the proposed project site is 1 IdenUl les Ull

federal and State air quality standards for rele,-ant air pollmams along WIth the ambIent pollmant
concentrations that haye been monitored within 

Existing Local Air Quality

Land uses ill the ,'iciniry , and resideno.al uses.
Residential uses are located to the north , northwest, and east of the project site. Local 
sources include: stationary acti,"ities , such as 
and consumer products , industrial processes , and mobile sources-primarily automobile and
truck traffic. Industrial uses are located , east of\X:nght
Road. Commercial 

the west of the proposed project site.

;,\Iotor ,-ehicles are the primary IC1IlltT, Traffic-

congested roadways and intersections have the potential to generate 

Localized areas where ambient concentrations exceed federal 
termed CO "hotspots. Section 9.4 of the SCAQMD' CEQA Air identifies
CO as a 
sensitive receptors to CO hotspots.

The SCAQMD , a dispersion 

concentrations, as the preferred 
receptors near congested roadways and intersections. For each intersection analyzed, C-\.LINE4
adds roadway-specific CO emissions calculated from peak hour turning volumes 
air concentrations, For this analysis, CO concentrations were 
C-\.LINE4 screening procedure developed by the 
and accepted by the SCAQMD, The , which
identifies a potential CO hotspot based on maximum localized CO concentrations.

t\1aximum CO concentrations were M. peak hour traffic 
j\lartin Luther King )r, Blvd./W'right 
these calculations are presented in Table 3. 2 for representative receptors located 50, 100, and
300 feet from each roadway. As shown, existing CO concentrations near these intersections do
not exceed the I-hour ambient air quality , the existing maximum 8-hour
background CO concentrations registered in SRA have
historically exceeded the federal and State standards a few days per 1).

The roadwa~. traffic increase localized concentrations by a very 
0.4 parts per million (ppm) above the background hour period.
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TABLE 3. SUMMARY OF 

VICINITY

Pollutant Air Quality
Stand4rds

rear
1998 1999 200C

SRA 12-South Central Los Angeles Count)'

Ozone

i\laximum I-hour concenrration 09 ppm 12 ppm ! 09 ppm
Number of hour standard )-0. 12 ppm

r--.;umber of days hour standard )-0,09 ppm

MaXImum 8-hour concenrration 06 ppm 06 ppm 06 ppm
Number of hour standard )-0.08 ppm

Carbon Monoxide (CO)
1\laxlmum I-hour concenrration 17.0 ppm 19.0 ppm 13.0 ppm

Number of hour standard )-35.0 ppm

Number of days exceeding State I-hour srandard )-20.0 ppm

Maximum 8-hour concenrration 13.4 ppm 11.0 ppm 10,0 ppm
Number of days exceeding federal 8-hour standard 2:9.5 ppm

Number of days exceeding State 8-hour standard )-9.0 ppm
ppm: Pan~ 
f-lg/m ' I-ohcro I..'1'am~ 

1'1-01,.. " not monllor"J In ~R.\ 1~.

Source: :'C. \!J\ID . ~IKI1, http:/ i\\"\\'\\". .ymJ.gm' smog.

TABLE 3. EXISTING LOCALIZED CARBON MONOXIDE
CONCENTRATIONS

CO Concmtrations in Parts per Million

Intersection 50 feet 100 Feet 300 Feet

Hour Hour Holtr Hour Holtr Holtr

Martin Luther KingJr.

/\'

rright Rd. 19. 11.4 19.4 11.3 19. 11.1
Federal I - hour ~L1I1JarJ " 35,0 part~ per rrulbon. State I-hour standard IS 2U,O parts per milbon.

FeJ"ral K.hour st:1nJarJ IS 9.5 part~ per million, Stat" H-hour standard is 1), parts per milbon,

HoseJ on rhl' \'t::u ~IHKI amb,cnt CO c"ncentraUon~ IJl' nufll-d In Table 3.

SourCf:, 1,:1 I' . 

Existing Site Emissions

The project site 
emissions from the site. , landscape 

equipment, consumer products, and automobile trips. The 

generated by the park and 

computer model recommended by the 

presented in Table 3.2-
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TABLE 3. EXISTING PROJECT SITE DAILY 

Emissions in Pounds per DaymzssIons ouree
VOC NOx Pith,

\\"ater and Space Heaung

Landscape i\lamtenance 1.6

Consumer Products

.., ~

i\lotor \ - 42.

T oral ElTUsslOns 4-4.

- -' .

Source:: LIP . \ssoc,otl , 2'"11 Compute pnm-out sh~~ts 
\l'pcnJ.x C.

Regulatory Framework

Air quality within the Basin is addressed through the efforts of 
and local government 
air quality through legislation, regulations, planning, policy-making, education , and a Yariety of
programs. The 

below.

u.s. Environmental Protection 

The l'. S, Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) is responsible for setting and enforcmg
the federal ambient air 
sources that are under the exclusive authority of the , such as aircraft, ships
and certain locomotives. The U.s. EPA also 
waters (outer continental shelf), and establishes various emissions standards for ,-ehicles sold in
states other than California.

As parr of its enforcement responsibilities , the U.S. EPA requires each state with nonattainment
areas to prepare and submit a state implementation plan (SIP) that 
attain the federal standards, The SIP must , state , and local plan components
and regulations to identify , using a combination 
performance standards and market-based programs.

California Air Resources Board

The California Air 
Agency, is responsible for the coordination and 
pollution control programs within California. In this , sets
State ambient air quality standards, compiles emission inventories , develops suggested control
measures , and provides oversight of local programs. The ARB 
for motor vehicles sold in California, consumer products (such as hair , and
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barbecue lighter fluid), and nrious 
specificarions ro furrher reduce ,'ehicular emissions.

I t 

Southern California Association of 

The Southern California ;\ssociarion of Governments 
emmems for

Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura 
regional planning agency and SeIyeS 

. the
economy and community development, and the 

-\lthough SC-\G is nor an air 
transponarion, land use, and energy. conservarion 
Regional (RCPG) provides growth 
development of 

SC-\QMD. The 
, assisting

them in 
, mobility. and

em-ironmental standards , while maintaining 
and , and beyond. 
consideratIon of air quality, land use, transportation, and economic relationships by all levels of
government.

South Coast Air Quality Management District

The SCAQMD is the 
the Basin. To that end, the SCAQMD, a regional agency, works directly with SCAG , county
transportation commissions, local governments, and cooperates 
State government 

, establishes

permitting requirements, inspects emissions sources, and 
educarional programs or fines , when necessary.

The SCAQMD is 
mobile, and indirect sources, It has 
AQMPs, The most recent of 
l\;ovember 16 , 1996. This AQMP, referred to as the 1997 AQMP, was prepared to comply with
the federal and State Clean Air Acts and amendments , to accommodate growth, to reduce ~e
high pollutant , to meet 
and ro minimize the 
-\n amendment to the ozone porrion of the 
on December 10, 1999, Principal control 
regulations or 

implementation/ facilitarion of advanced 
, telecommunicarion
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zero fueled vehicles and mfrastrucrure, and both capital and non-Clpnai

transportation unprm-ements), Capital improvements 

lanes , transit unpro,-ements , traffic flow imprm-ements , park and nde and lntermodal 

and urban , and pedestrian 

rideshare matching and 
conge soon management program.

The furure air quality 

on se\-eral assumptions. For example, the SCAQMD elopmem
\\-ithin the Basin will occur in accordance with population growth and transportauon projectiom

identified by SC\G in its .most current version of the 
general den:lopment projects will include 
generated during construction and operation.

City of L ynwood

The City of Lynwood implements transportation control 
its land use planning 
AQ;\IP include bus rumouts , energy-efficient streetlights, and synchronized traffic 
accordance with CEQA requirements and the CEQA 
quality impacts of new , requires mitigation of

potentially significant air quality impacts by conditioning , and monitors

and enforces implementation of such mitigation-

Thresholds of Significance

-\ccording to the CEQA Guidelines a project may ~ave a significant air quality impact if it would

Conflict 'with or obstruct implementation of the 

Yiolate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air

quality violation

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the

project region is non-attainment under an applicable 
standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone

precursors)

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people

Where available , the significance criteria established by the 

air pollution control district may be relied upon to make these 
principally responsible for comprehensive air pollution control , the SCAQMD
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recommends that projects 
established b\. the CEQ/1 Air Qllali(l' Handbook,

2.4 Project Impacts

\ccording to CE,Q--

Handbook the proposed project would not be likely to result in 
associated with operation or construction. The 
projects , rather than reliance 
were conducted to 

proposed project.

Construction

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Construction 
months. Three 
during constructton. First, existing structures and facilities at the site would be demolished, and
existing parking surfaces , the de,-elopment 

prepared 
buildings would then be constructed and readied for use.

Because of the construction time frame, overlapping of building phases , and the normal day- to-
day ,'ariability in construction activities, it is difficult, if not impossible , to precisely quantify the
daily emissions associated \vith each phase of the proposed 

nonetheless , identifies daily emissions 
construction phases em-isioned for the project. These 

dust control measures would be implemented during each phase of development as reguired by

SC\QMD Fugitive Dust.

As shown, construction 

thresholds for any of the , this impact less than
significant.
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TABLE 3. ESTIMATED DAILY CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Peak Day Emissions in Pounds per Duv

VOC NO, \f1:
Emissions Source

Demolition Phase

Construction E9uipment 18. I";"

On- Road \'chidc,

Strucrurc Dcmolition ~ 1

TOlill EmIssions 1. Q 23.

j;-

.1'

SC:\QMD Thresholds 550, 75. 100. 150, 150.

Significant Impact? :-.10 :---';0

:-.;"

Site Grading Phase

Construction E9uipmcnt 1. I 22,

') -

On- Road Vehicles

Sitc Grading 12.

TOlal EmiSSIons 1.3 21, 1 - 14.

SCAQMD Thrcsholds 550. 75, 100, 150. 150,

Significant Impacts

Construction Phase

Construction E9uipmcnt 12. 32. J -

On-Road Vehicles 1.6

Stationary E9uipment 21.0 17. 1.0

Asphalt Paving 1.0

:\rchitectural Coatings 37.

Toeal EmIssions 14. 63, 50.

) -"-.

SCAQMD Thrcsholds 550, 75. 100, 150. 150.

Significant Impact?

Source' Ell' :\SSOC'"tc~. \ppenti.x C.

Operations

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Dai!J.' Operational Emzssions

Operational emissions would be generated by both stationary and mobile sources as a result of

nonnal day-to-day activities on the 
emissions would be generated by the consumption of natural gas for 
devices , and the operation of 
generated by the motor vehicles traveling to and from the project site.
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The RBE~lIS-

computer model recommended by the SCAQMD. 
presented m Table 3. 5 along with the existing emissions generated at the SHe 

operational thresholds of 

increase in operational emissions 

SC:\Q:--'ID thresholds. Therefore , this impact would be less than significant.

Emissions Soltrce
Emissions in Poltnds per Day

VOC NOx PMz:

ater and Space Heating

Landscape i\lainrenance Oil

i\loror Vehicles 171.2 56.4 30.4 16,

Total Emissions a 172. 56. 30A 16.

Existing Site Emissions b 44.5

Net Increase 127.5 47.4 22, 12.

SCAQMD Thresholds 550. 55. 55. 150.

Significant Impact?

TABLE 3. PROJECT DAILY OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

. \"umes tnal all schoul tnp$ 

~, R;.! ~Tl'nCl" T.luIL- -; 2-

Source F.1P ,\S"IClatc". 21~11 C"mputer pnnt-out sheets arc pro,.iJcJ in 

It should be noted that the 5 actUally O\Terstate the emissions

that would 
population is currently housed in the existing high school but this 
if the entire srudent 
district, For example , vehicular trips currently exist from 

located farther 
redistribution of srudent trips within the new school 
these trips are expected to be reduced since srudents would travel shorter distances to and from
school. Only the trips 
would be new to the region, and these would be less than those generated by the existing 

the site (approximately 539 trips). , the proposed project may not result in 

erall increase in regional emissions.

Localized CO Concentrations

As was done to assess existing , the simplified CALINE4 screening

procedure was used to predict future CO concentrations at the Martin Luther King Jr. /Wright

Road intersection in 2003 when the project is expected to be 

calculations are presented in Table 3. 6. As shown, future CO 

intersection would not hour ambient air quality , the 8-hour
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concemraoons would continue to 
maxunum 8-hour background CO concentranons 

IS located--exceed the federal and State standards a few 2- \

In these 

would increase localized concentrations by 0.45 parts per million (ppm) or more 

project background 
localized CO concentrations by a maximum of 0. 1 ppm over an 8-hour period, These 

\".

ould not exceed the SC-\QI\ID' s threshold and the impact would be less than 

TABLE 3. FUTURE LOCALIZED CARBON MONOXIDE
CONCENTRATIONS

CO ConcrntTations in Parts per Mil/ion

50 feet 300 Feet

HoJtT HoJtT 1-HoJtT Hour HouT Hollr

Martin Luther King Jr. Btvd./Wright Rd.

I nteTsection/Condition

Future without Project 19. 11.4 19.4 11.3 19, 11.1

Furore -with Proiect 19, 11.5 19. 11.3 19. 11.~

Increase

SC\Q~ID Threshold 1.0 0.45 1.0 0.45 1.0 0.45

Significanr Impact
. h:JcrJII-hour stanJarJ ,; ~5(1 pam per mill",n, State I-hour standard,; 2(1,0 pJm per million,

pederJ! !I- hour standarJ IS 9.5 part.' per million. State 8-hour standard is 9. 1 part.' per million.

IhseJ on the 2- t.

Source: Ell' .\S5oClOtes, 2()(II, Calculauon ~heets 

AQMP 

The lrutial 
conflict with or obstruct implementation of the AQMP. 

growth projections , with which the project is compatible , and air quality control measures , such

as transit use and carpooling, that are to be 
would provide 
buses and vehicles. The project would not cause a 

Creation of Odors

The food 
odors during limited 
standard building code 
buildings would substantially reduce these odors than-significant level.

Other 
automobiles would occur once in the morning 
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(srudent pIck-up). The 
:\yenue from the nearest foot-plus distance from these homes is 

prm-ide the dispersion of automobile and bus exhaust fumes and the diluaon of porenaal odors,

Based on this infonnation, the proposed project would not create objectionable odors 

a substantial number of 
acti\-iries such as shipping 
objectionable odor. Therefore, the 
ob,ecrionable odors,

Cumulative Impacts

The SC\Qr-.ID' CEQA Air identifies possible methods to 

cumulatin 
In other cumulatiye impact analyses in 
selTice boundary or geographical area is predicted and its impacts measured. The 

not identified thresholds to which the total e development can be

compared, Instead, the SC\QMD' s methods are based on performance standards and emission

reduction targets necessary to attain the federal and 

-\QMP,

-\s discussed previously, the 1997 AQMP was prepared to accommodate growth, to reduce the

high levels of pollutants within the Basin, to meet federal and State air quality standards, and to

minimize the 

-\ccording to the CEQA Air projects which are consistent \vith the AQMP

performance standards and emission reduction targets should be considered less-than-significant

unless there is other pertinent infonnation to the 

consistent with the .-\QMP , there is no significant cumulative impact related to this plan.

The method employed for this 
the rate of gro~th in 
quantifying the effectiveness of any mitigation measures proposed by or 

case of this project, however, the operational 
considered to be significant and no mitigation 

provide bicycle racks and the proposed site plan 
and vehicles , both of which would reduce the number of 
and from the site and are consistent 
In addition, the new school would result in the redistribution of 
school enrollment boundaries. The 
students would travel shorter 
school employees and deliveries (approximately 430 trips) would be new to , and these
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ould be less than those generared b\' rhe eXIsting uses ar the sne 

Uus manner. the proposed proJecr ma\' nor result in any o\"erall increase m regional 

For these reasons, the proposed proJect would reduce the rate of growth m \- i-,IT and tnp~ . and

not 
project reglOn 

srandard. Cumulatin air less than significant.
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Biological Resources

ThIs section describes , landscaping, and 
project site , and enluates porential project-related impacts to those 

prepared for this project -\) identified no lffipacts to npanan habitat or
other sensim-e natural communities , federally protected wetlands, or local policies or ordmances
related to biological resources, or adopted habitat conserntion 
Identified less-than-significant impacts candidate, senslti,' , or 
monment of e resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
therefore focused on 
sensitive species. including migratory bird species. Because 
character and has been pre,-iously developed, the emphasis of the 
migratory birds. This section 

el surye:-

conducted in July 2001 by EIP Associates.

Existing Conditions

The 14.8 acre proposed site is bounded by Marrin Luther 
Road to the east , Cortland Avenue to the south, and Louise, WalnUt and Granada .-\,-enues on
the west (refer to 3 (Existing Conditions)). The 
recreational open space, recreational facilities , and residential dwellings. The site is surrounded
on the north, west, and south with , including single-family residences and

duplexes. Commercial and manufacturing uses are located to the east, across Wright Street.

The existing 1 acres of turf and playground, in addition
to paved areas. The remainder of the site is occupied by 

garages) and landscaped front, side , and rear yards. 
and the surrounding area, and the lack of vacant or soil-exposed areas , provide little opportunity
for biota other than common, urban-acclimated, and ornamental species with the exception of a
limited potential for raptors. 

proposed 
portion of the 

purposes during the appropriate , and
height (trees greater than 50 feet exhibit the potential for rap 
primarily consists of deciduous ornamentals, along with , Canary

Island Pines) are also present. , abandoned
or otherwise.

-\Ithough no reptiles were observed during the field , the site may
contaIn small numbers of western fence lizards (Scelppo11ls occidentalis), gopher snakes (Pit"ophis
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me/~lIIo/fII,lIJ). or alligator lizards (Gerrbono/J/J mul/iLama/us). Small rodent specIes are also expected

to occur \\'Itbm , including pocket gopher (Thomomr.. !JO//il,

Eastern fox or red squirrel (Scillr71s niger), feral cats (Felis domes/h1IJ). YIrgtnia opossum (DldcpblJ

t'lrgl11iana) Norway rat (RattllS nonlegiClfs) and house mouse (MlIs mllsmIIlJ). The presence of these

rodents could also attract larger mammals , including striped skunk \lepbitiJ mepbi/l.l) and raccoon

(Pro~ron la/or).

Bird ed -\merican crow (Con' IIJ

brad!)'r~vnchoJ) and house (Passer domesticlIs). Other common 

occur on the site and the surrounding area, include house fInch (CarpodaatJ 1l1e.

\,'

iCal1lfJ). Califorrua

towhee (Pipilo /IfSCUJ) northern mockingbird (J.\1.imlls po!yglollos) and (Sq)/omlJ

nigrlt"anJ). \nna s hummingbird (Ca!;pte anna), American robin (Tlfrdm European

starling (StJfmiJ rock dove (Columba livia) and California seagull (LamJ ca/!iomims).

Regulatory Framework

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918

Under Title 16 , Parts 703 to 711), the Migratory

Bird Treary .\ct renders unlawful the take of any migratory bird , Part 10 of the

Code of Federal Regulations (50 CFR 10), including "nests , eggs , or products." This 

is pertinent to tree remoyal , or any projecr-related disturbance

that could affect nesting migratory birds. It could require 

(particularly vegetation removal) be reduced or eliminated during critical 

cycle unless SUl"\'eys by a qualified biologist demonstrate that nests, eggs , or nesting birds will not

be disturbed, subject to appronl by the 
United State Fish and Wildlife 
of reproductive effort (killing or abandonment of taking.

City of L ynwood General Plan Open 

Because Lynw06d is an urban , existing and

potential natural resources and open 

rele\-ant to less-developed cities are not applicable to Lynwood. The City does 
forests, bodies of water, or agricultural land, nor is it 
habitat. Therefore , the focus of the policies in the e on parks and open space

rather than biological resources. No City planning policies 

Thresholds of Significance

Implementation of the proposed project would result in a 
if the project would do either of the following: 
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Ha\-e a substantial ad,-erse effect, either chrectly or through habitat moruficaoons. on am
candidate. sensiti,-e. or special status species

Interfere substantially with the mO\-ement of any native resident or 
wildlife species or with established nati,-e residem or mtgratory wildhfe corridors

Impede the use of native wildlife nursery 

Project Impacts

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Migratory Species

The proposed site is in an urbanized family residences
and turf-cm-ered parkland. No migratOry 
present on the proposed 

construction could result in remm-al of occupied bird nests. Because of the urbanized nature of
the setting, and the ey, the potential for

remoyal of occupied nest is considered low, and impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

-\lthough impacts would be less than 
ensure that, under the 
project construction , the following mitigation would ensure that impacts would remain less than
significant.

BIO- If any actin migratory bird nests , the District shall consult 
C .S. Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Fish and Game to develop specific mitigation 

may consist of delaying construction, removing nest and nestlings and raise by hand
at a qualitled facility, or taking the nest and nestlings under agency auspices, or other
appropriate measures. The mitigation shall 

appropriate agency and shall take place in a time 

the agency. The mitigation shall be deemed as complete once the tree is removed or
the , according to the 

agency.

Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact , in conjunction
with , a , expansion of Agnes 
Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary 
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eXIsang schools , and renoyatlon of existing with deyelopment in the Cm of

nwood and the adjacent commuruties.

Development of new schools or expansion of e modiiicatlon

of those sites , which would include remm'al of existing specimen trees that could prm-ide habitat

for rap 

strucrures or renm-ation of existing schools is not likely to result in substantial 

trees and landscaping at those sites. ood and

the adjacent communities has the 
indi,-iduallocations. Some of these potential impacts 
including a tree preserntion ordinance in the Ciry 33 of the Murucipal

Code). Howe'\' , because of the urbanized nature of the 
cities, the potential for 

migratory birds (including raptors) is low, and therefore the proposed project, in combination

,vith the related projects , would not e adverse impact to

protected migratory , the proposed project, in combination with other past.

present, and probable 

biological resources , and cumulative impacts would be less than significant.
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3.4 Cultural Resources

The Initial Study prepared for the proposed project -\ppenclix :\ of thts

document) determined that the 
paleontological resources. The effects 

. the proposed project on historic and , including the Haymer T. :\bbott
Residence , located at 11555 Wright Road, within the existing 
section summarizes the information Historical Resources Impac/ . lsses.rmm!

prepared by Greenwood and Assoaates (Appendix B).

3.4. Existing Conditions

Physical Setting

John D. Ham Memorial Park 
located in the eastern reaches of the City of Lynwood, in central Los Angeles County. 

is situated northwest 
interchange and tWo blocks west of the Los Angeles River. 2-acre

City owned property bounded on the north by Marrin Luther King Jr. Boulevard , and by Wright

Road on the , and 
properties fronting on Louise Avenue fonn the western park 
fully urbanized environment of mixed 

development in the neighborhood 
de,'elopment in the park area is concentrated along the east side of Wright Road , and dates to

the 1940s through the 1980s.

The proposed project site , which was reportedly built in 

and, while possibly moved from an , is 

current site since 1907. No 
original strucrure include a rear addition, replacement of windows and doors , and replacement of

the original porch deck with one of 
maintenance , such as deteriorating siding, roof shingles , and roof 
histoncal setting of the 

buildings, vegetation, and other 
Park and the surrounding neighborhood. A fire also occurred at the Abbott House in the recent

past. However, based on an exterior visual inspection, it does not appear that the fire 

the histOric integrity of the structure.

No interior inspection of the .-\bbott residence was possible prior to preparation of the EIR.

The structure s interior is inaccessible 

made to the City of Lynwood to permit s interior on tWo occasions. The
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Noise

This section describes the 
result in construction or operational impacrs, and the porential for existing 

affect the proposed use of the 
-\ppendix A) detennined that the project would nor 
vibration or groundbome noise levels, or 

levels. This section of the EIR is focused on the potential for the proposed project to 
substantial noise levels during construction and operation.

Existing Conditions.

Fundamentals of Noise

Sound is technically 

standard unit of 

logarithmic scale that describes the physical intensity of the pressure vibrarions that make up any

sound. The pitch of the sound 
human ear is not equally , a special frequency-

dependent rating scale has been devised to relate noise to human sensitivity. The 
decibel scale (dBA) 
manner approximating the 

TABLE 3. TYPICAL SOUND LEVELS MEASURED
IN THE ENVIRONMENT AND

INDUSTRY

Noist SOJlTCt! (Distanct!)
A- W ngbtt!d Subjtctivt! Imprt!Ssion

LefJtl (dBA)

Civil Defense Siren (100') 130 Pain "Threshold

Jet Takeoff (200') 120

Rock Music Concen (50') 110

Pile Driver (50') 100 Very Loud

Ambulance Siren (100')

Pneumatic Drill (50')

Freeway (100') Moderatel'\" Loud

Vacuum Cleaner (10')

light Traffic (100')

Large Transformer (200') Quiet

Soft Whisper (5') 0-30 "Threshold of Hearing

Source: Arnold Peterson and Ervin Gr()!;s. 
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~ oise, on the other hand, is typically defined as unwanted sound. typical noise em-ironment
consists of a background" noise that is the 

indistinguishable noise sources. 

individual local sources. 
...-irtually continuous , for example, traffic on a major highway. Table 3. 1 lists noise
leyels for common events in the em'ironment and industry.

Seyeral rating scales have been developed to analyze the adverse effect 
people. Since em'ironmental noise , these scales consider that the effect of
noise upon people is largely dependent upon the total 
well as the time of day when the noise occurs. Those that are 

follows:

L~g' the equi,'alent 

a stated period of time. Thus, the Lcq 

are the same if they deliver the same acoustic energy to the ear during exposure. 

e,'aluating community impacts , this rating scale does not vary, regardless of whether the
noise occurs during the day or the night.

CNEL, the Community Noise Equivalent ~ with a 10 dBA
penalty" added to noise during the hours of 10:00 P.M. to 7:00 . , and an additional 5

dBA penalty during the hours of 7:00 P.M. to 10:00 P.M. to account for noise sensitivity

in the eyening and nighttime. The logarithmic effect of these additions is that a 60 
24-hour Leg 7 dBA CNEL.

Noise em'ironments and consequences of human 
median noise levels during the day, night, or over a 24-hour period. 
are generally considered low when the , moderate in the 45-60 dBA
range, and high 
permanent hearing loss. Examples of low 
provide noise levels as low as 20 dBA , and quiet suburban 
noise levels around 40 dBA. Noise levels above 45 dBA at night can disrupt sleep. Examples 
moderate level noise environments are urban residential or semi-commercial 

60 dBA) and 

em'ironments adverse , but most will accept the higher 
residential or residential-commercial areas (60-75 dBA) or dense 

80 dBA). Generally, a difference of 3 dBA over 24 hours is a barely-perceptible increase to most
people. A 5-dBA increase is readily noticeable, while a difference of 10 dBA would be perceived

as a doubling of loudness.

Noise 
Other factors such as the weather and reflecting or 
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noise level at any gi,'en location. .-\ commonly used rule of thumb for roadway 

every doubling of , the noise lenl is 

from stationary or point 
Noise leyels may also be reduced by intervening strUctures-generally, a single row of buildings

between the receptor and the noise source , while a solid

wall or benn 
California were constrUcted generally provides a reduction of exterior-to-interior noise 
about 20 dB_-\ with interior reduction of 
generally 30 dB.-\ or more.

Noise Conditions at the Project Site

The project is proposed to be located on a site that 000 and 1 200 feet west of the
Long Beach Freeway (1-710) and between 1,200 and 1 400 feet north of the 

105). These two 
project vicinity. Martin Luther King)r. 
are immediately 
primary sources of noise at the project site. 

Existing dayrime noise levels were measured at five 
identify representative noise levels in the various planning 
in Figure 3. 1 along with the average noise 

location. These 

Average 24-hour on-site noise levels have also been 
project site. Table 3. 2 identifies the noise levels calculated for reference locations 
from each roadway centerline as well as the 
three noise level contours. The 2 are 
urbanized environment.

TABLE 3. EXISTING ON-SITE NOISE LEVELS

Roadway Segmmt
CNEL Distance to Noise Conto,"

at 100 Fet!t 70 CNEL 65 CNEL 60 CNEL

Martin Luther KingJr. Blvd, west of Wright 60. 106

Wright Road, south of Martin Luther KingJr. 57.

Di.o;ranccs arc in fccr 

Noi~c contour is 1000tcd within the 

Source:: EIP A~sociatcs :!OO1. Calculation data and results arc pro\"idc:d in ..\ppcndi.'t F.
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Other adjacent uses are minor contributors to the noise 
located in an urbaruzed , including single- and multi-family. are located

adjacent to the project site to the north, west, and south sides. The industnal area to the east of

the project site 
industries are required to comply 
section) to be within the ambient noise 
amounts of noise.

Sensiti,-e receptors include nearby 
approximately 100 feet from the project site to the north, south, and west.

Regulatory Framework

City of L ynwood General Plan

The California Government Code 

of each county and city in the state. The Noise Element Ci!) of ~ynwood General Plan is a

comprehensive program for including noise control in the planning 
Lynwood planners use to achieve and maintain 
levels.

The 
Protection Agency (U .S. EP A) and the , Office of

Noise Control as the primary tools with the City 
uses and outdoor noise. Based on these standards, exterior noise levels of 60 dBA CNEL and

lower are "normally acceptable" for noise sensitive uses such as 

Such uses should be 
mitigation measures are incorporated into projects. 

glass surfaces and/or paned windows , and insulation of walls , ceilings , and

doors.

City of Lynwood Noise Ordinance

The Noise Ordinance of the Lynwood City 
create any noise on any street, sidewalk, or public place adjacent to any school while it is in use

provided conspicuous signs are , sidewalk, or public place indicating the

presence of a school (Code 3- 12.9).

The Noise 
standards for the R1 and R2 (see section 3.8 (Land Use)) zones:

60 dB.-\. L.y betWeen 7:00.

'..

1\1. 
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55 dBA Lc'1 ~1. and ~I.

50 dBA Leq 
:'.!. and 7:00 .

-\.

A ,'iolation will occur if the ambient noise standards -\ at the

property line (Code 3-12.4 and 3-12.6).

The Ordinance prohibits any person within a , or within a radius of 

therefrom, to operate 

buildings, structures , or projects or to operate any , power shove~ pneumatic hammer.

derrick, power hoist, or any other construction type ?'.!. of

one day and 7:00 _

-\.

~1. of the 

sensitiveness residing in the area is caused discomfort or annoyance unless beforehand a 
therefore has been duly obtained from the Chief of Police (Code 3- 12. 12).

Thresholds of Significance

Appendi" G of the CEQA 
effects if it would do any of the following:

Expose persons to or generate noise 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies

Create a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 

above levels existing without the project

Create a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project
,'icinity above levels without the project

However, the CEQA substantial" in quantitative terms. Therefore

the following thresholds of 

responses to noise and on the regulatory 
impacts are considered significant if one or more 
implementation cif the proposed project:

Generate noise levels that would conflict with the Noise Chapter of the Lynwood

General Plan or violate the Noise Ordinance standards

Cause a permanent increase. of 3 dBA or more at no~e sensitive locations 

resulting exterior level would exceed 60 dBA CNEL; this 3-dBA increase would

represent a perceptible increase to an environment with conditions that are 
louder than normally acceptable
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Cause a permanent 
resulting level would be less than 60 dBA CNEL: this 5-dB.-\ increase would represent a

readily perceptible increase in the existing noise environment

-\ny increase in noise that is less than 3 dB.-\ would not be perceptible , and therefore \';ould be

less than significant.

9.4 Project Impacts

Potentially Significant Impacts

Cons uuction

Impact N- Construction noise would temporarily increase daytime noise 
nearby residential units.

Project construction would require the use of heavy 
installation of utilities , paving, and building fabrication. Construction would also involve the use

of smaller power tools, generators, and other 
construction there would be a different mix of equipment operating and noise ary

based on the amount of equipment in operation and the location of the 

The US EPA 
of construction equipment and 
Table 3. 3. These noise 

at a rate of 0 dBA per , a noise level of
68 dBA measured at 50 feet from the noise source to the receptor would 
100 feet from the source to the receptor, and further reduce by another 6.0 dBA to 56 dBA at
200 feet from the source to the receptor.

TABLE 3. TYPICAL OUTDOOR CONSTRUCTION NOISE LEVELS

Noise Levels at 50 Feet
Noise Levels at 50 Feet with

Constntction Phase
(dBA L",)

Mufflers
(dBA L..d

Ground Clearing

Excavation, Grading

Foundations

Structural

Finishing
Source: EP. , NOIse from Construcuon b.ju.pmcnt and Operauons, Builoing Eqwpm~m and Home .\ppbanccs. PB 2()(,717 . 1971.

The nearest sensitive receptors are the existing , south

and west of the project boundary. Construction 
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occur during nighttime hours , consistent with City Noise Ordinance 

construction noise leyels could temporarily reach up to 83 dBA Ley 

substantial increase oyer the existing daytime noise -\s such

impacts would be potentially significant.

AJitigation MeasureJ

l\j- The project , but not be limited to, the following best

management pracnces:

No pile-driying will be permitted during the construction of the project

Outdoor construction work on the project 
7:00 :\.~I. to 10:00 P.M. on weekdays to the extent feasible

All construction equipment with a high noise generating potential, including

all equipment powered by internal combustion engines , shall be muffled or

controlled

All stationary noise generating equipment, such as compressors , shall be

located as far as possible from existing houses

:t\1achinery, including motors, shall be turned off when not in use

:t\lobile equipment shall not be allowed to run idle near existing 

Incorporation of Mitigation l would reduce temporary impacts from 

noise to a less-than-significant level.

Operation

Impact N- Exterior noise levels at the project site would affect school use.

As shown in Table 3. , the average noise levels at the project site would be just over 60 dBA

CNEL. 
Boulevard and Wright Road. 

attenuated by distance and shielded by the residences
, industrial uses, and other obstructions

berween the freewavs and the school site.

-\s dIscussed in section 3. , the Noise Element of the Ciry ofLynwood General Plan specifies land

use compatibiliry standards. The standards specify that for a proposed school noise levels belo~

60 dBA CNEL would be "normally acceptable" and noise levels above 60 dBA CNEL would be

conditionally acceptable" as long as the school is constructed with appropriate noise mitigation

features. These 
paned windows , and insulation of walls , ceilings, and doors. Current conventional construction

with closed windows typically provides at least 30 dBA noise attenuation. 
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of just onr -\ CNEL at the 
Impacts would be significant.

Mitigation Aleasures

The 
techniques such as minimization of glass paoed

windows , insulation of walls , ceilings and doors and fresh air supply 

conditioning, that will prm'ide an interior noise em' ironment that is 
CNEL.

\1itlgation would reduce noise levels and any potential violation of the City Code

to a less-than-significant level. 

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Project operation would , increased traffic from

buses , and other nhicles , and activity of children around the school and the
play 
equipment. No 
iolations of the Lynwood Ciry Code at the adjacent residences. 

(mcluded as Appendi'\ D), the project would generate a total of approximately 2 864 vehicle trips

per day. In order 

adjacent residences) project-related trip generation would need to 
yolumes on the adjacent 
and \X.right Road (8. 50 and 4 300 vehicles per day, respectively), and the projected total 

related increase of 2 864 yehicles per day, the project would not result in a perceptible increase in

ambient noise due to project traffic. Impacts would be 

School operations would include noise from srudents using the school and the 

as noise from school bells. The playfields 

the project site. The 
by the school buildings 00 the northern portion , the residences to

rhe soUth and the west of the project could be 
Other studies were reviewed for typical noise , and the

findings indicate that at distanc~s of 100 to 300 feet, peak noise levels from a typical playground

and ball field would be eq, and average day-night noise levels during

large events at the school ball 

recreational fields would be consistent with similar 
existing park. ,-\s the existing noise environmental includes noise from the 

See Section B

(feJo.1 ChangeJ
in Part 

Chapter II.
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the ambient noise 

70 dBA CNEL

Because intermittent noise from students and school bells would occur in the 

not be unusual for a school in a populated residential area, the noise would not be expected to

cause discomfort or annoyance to reasonable persons at 
from school students would not be incompatible with the 
Code. Noise generated 

Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact analysis considers development of the proposed project
, in conjunction

with three new , a new middle 

Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary classrooms with permanent structures at other

existing schools , and renovation of existing schools, combined with development in the City of

Lynwood and the adjacent communities.

Intermittent construction noise related to individual 
term noise impacts on adjacent , such as residences. The duration of these

localized impacts would be limited to 
construction 
shown in 1 and 2- , the related projects are generally well dispersed 

City and surrounding area, and would not all be 

construction noise impacts from the 
Cumulatiye impacts would be 

less than significant. The dispersed location of related projects

would also 
less than

significant.

Cumulative increases in area-wide noise could occur due 
discemable

increase in noise from traffic would occur when traffic 
section 3. 13 (fraffic and 
minimal and generally localized to the area immediately surrounding the project sites. Increased

traffic volumes would not be 
Therefore, cumulative noise impacts would be 

less than significant.
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Population and Housing

This section discusses the potential impacts on population and housing in the 
and provides baseline data on the existing population and housing 

Lynwood, including the project 

Appendix A) concluded that the 

growth , either directly or indirecdy. The 

the proposed project to result in the 
people , necessitating the construction of 
existing conditions (section 3. 10.2) provides an overview of Lynwood population growth trends

and related changes in the housing needs of the City of 
housing changes resulting from in the

impact analysis discussion of this 
various sources, including the United , the Southern 

Association of Governments , the City of

Lymvood Housing Element of the , and the Relocation Plan prepared for the

proposed project by Pacific Relocation 

circumstances and rehousing requirements of the existing households that would be displaced by

the proposed project. The 
available for review at District offices.

10. Existing Conditions

Population, housing, and employment , and state

level. For the purposes of this EIR, data 
in an effort to focus the 
contained within this section is S. Census and the

SCAG. These sources and documents are 
within the following texts and tables.

The 
primarily of very low- to low-income, single-family residences and duplexes , totaling 47 dwelling

muts.

Population

Growth Trends

The population of the City of Lynwood grew at 
largest increase occurred between 1980 and 1990, when the City s population increased by.a total

of 28 percent. Table 3. 10- 1 shows the population growth of the City of Lynwood 
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During the last decade, the City of 
12.75 percent. During this most recent 10-year period, the population of the City of Lynwood

increased from 61 945 to 69 845 persons. In 2000, the City s estimated population of 69 845

represented .00733 percent of Los Angeles County s total population (9 519 000).

TABLE 3.10- POPULATION GROWTH: CITY OF
LYNWOOD (1970-2000)

Year Population
Decade Average Annual Growth

Increase 

(%)

(persons/year)

1970 354

1980 48,409 11. 70 506

1990 945 27. 354

2000 845 12. 900

Source: U~ Census Bur~-:lu. California Dl-partml' tU of Finance.

Households

A household is defined by the U.S. Census Bureau as a group of people who occupy a housing

unit. A 
yacant dwelling units. It is 
portion live in group quarters , such as board and care facilities, while others are homeless.

Household Size

Small households (1-2 persons per household 

bedrooms , while family 
Large households (5 or more pph) , the

number of units in relation to the 
Thus , many small households prefer, and obtain, larger units. 

live in small units for economic reasons.

Relative to population growth, housing units and households have seen 

in Lynwood over the 10-2 compared 

Lynwood and the County of Los 
size in the City of Lynwood in Lynwood increased from 4.288 persons in 1990 to 4.700 persons

in 2000. Average occupancy 53 persons (pacific Relocation

Consultants , 2001). Average household . of

Los Angeles County, where the average household size is 2.98 pph, and greater than the State of

California rate , which is 2.87 pph.
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TABLE 3.10- HOUSEHOLDS IN LYNWOOD AND
Los COUNTY (1990-2000)

Area 1990 2000

Total Households!

Lynwood 14 158

Los Angeles County 2 994 343

Average Household Size (persons per household)Lvnwood 4.
Los Angdes County 2.

1..1.395

3.133.774

R~rr~s~nts occupi~d hou~c uruts.

Source: LT :;. Bureau ofC~nsus , 199(1. 2lMMJ for th~ 

Housing

Growth Trends

A city s housing market is driven by supply and demand. Many 
including population growth , income, housing cost, and housing , age

distribution is a 

influenced by the housing preference of certain age groups. Due , the majority

of the young adult population (20-34 years old) tends to , low to moderate

cost condominiums , and smaller single-family units. The 35-65-year-old group provides the

market for moderate to high cost apartments and family units

because , on average, people of this age group have higher 

For the elderly population (65 years of age and up), housing demands are similar to young adults

but can also include group quarters as housing options. Table 3. 10-3 provides age distribution in

the City of Lvnwood in 2000.

TABLE 3.10- CITY OF LYNWOOD AGE
DISTRIBUTION IN 2000

Age Group/Year Population of Total 

Preschool (0-4) 401 10.60%

School (5-19) 823 31.240

Young Adults (20-24) 486 9.29%

Prime Working (25-54) 039 40. 14%)

Retirement. (55-64) 165 4.53%

Seniors (65+) 931 20%

Total 69,845 100. 00%

Source: US 
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Type of Housing Stock

Data from the 
increased by 462 units between 1990 and 2000, as shown in Table 3. 10-4. Total housmg 
the City are shown in Table 3. 10-

TABLE 3.10-4 HOUSING STOCK IN THE
CITY OF LYNWOOD

Year Number of Units

14.525

987

1990

2000
Source: l) .s. Ccnsus 1990, 2000.

TABLE 3.10- TOTAL HOUSING UNITS: CITY 
DEFINED BY UNITS 

Housing Type

Year Multi-family Mobile Homes/
Total Number of Occupied

Single1amily Units Units
2-4 units 5 + units Other

1990 394 858 189 14,525 158

2000 9,493 970 215 763 390
DOl' values are used in this table for 2000 because comparable data are not 

Source: US Census 

DOF's estimate of the 2000 percentage breakdown for housing by type is 
10-

56.6 percent single-family

11.8 percent multi- family (2-4 units)

19.2 percent multi- family (5+ units)

5 percent mobile homes/other

Vacancy Rate

The vacancy rates and affordability of the housing stock are also 
between supply and demand in the City s housing market. High vacancy 

low demand and/or high , or significant mismatches between the
type of housing the population wants and the type of housing that is 
vacancy rates usually indicate high demand 
vacancy rates are not the 

context of all the 
which indicate a "market balance" (i. , a reasonable 
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shortages , and appropriate price competition and 
percent to 3 percent for single-family units, and from 3 family

units. The CIty s overall vacancy rate increased to 4.00 percent in 2000 , from 2.53 percent in

1990, according to the S. Census.

It should be noted that the total vacancy rates 
or sale. This includes units that are for rent for occasional, seasonal, or recreational purposes;

units that have been rented or sold, but have not yet been occupied as of the date of the census;

and units 
probate). Ultimately, these 

on the market, and are not available for rental or purchase. In 2000, however, there were only

29 vacant units in this category. In addition, the vacant rental units should include both assisted

and unassisted living units , as well as units available only to senior citizens.

As shown by 2000 census data, 47.9 percent of the housing stock was owner-occupied, while

52. 1 percent of the Lynwood housing stock was renter-occupied, and 4.00 percent was vacant.

As part of the preparation of the Relocation Plan, research on the housing market in a fj'\re-mile

radius of the project site was conducted. Available , for both rental and owned

units , are provided in Table 3. 10-

According to housing statistics from the State of California, as of the year 2000 , more than 5 300

units of housing were vacant in the area surrounding the , as shown in

Table 3. 10-

TABLE 3.10- RESIDENTIAL RELOCATION RESOURCES

Units by Bedroom Count Rental Units Available Owned Units Available

1 bedroom N/A

2 bedroom 156 211

3 bedroom 217

4 bedroom

bedroom N/A
Tolal 239 480

Source: Pacific , 2001.

Housing Cost

Although an assessment of "housing needs" includes such components as total unit numbers

and types , age, and vacancy rates, a key issue facing the City is the affordability of housing to its

citizens. Similar to the trend throughout Southern California, the City of Lynwood experienced

a drop in new home prices in the early 
strong economy during the late 1990s , as indicated by
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increased new and 
nlue of $136.000 in Lynwood. The State of , January 1 2000. documented a

median housing unit nlue 555 and a median monthly rent of 

(Department of Finance , 200)

TABLE 3.10- ESTIMATED NUMBER OF VACANT HOUSING UNITS

(NEIGHBORING CITIES)
City Total Number of Units Vacancy Rate Number of Vacant Units

Bellflower 247 880

Compton 795 1.468

Downey 759 770

Huntington Park 335 475

Paramount 591 619

South Gate 269 4.4 056

Tota! 136,996 5.268

Source: :;. Ccnsu, 2(HIII

California s Housing Element law requires that each city and county, when preparing its State-

mandated Housing Element of a General Plan, must develop local 

to meet fair share" of 
, as

determined by the jurisdiction s Council of Governments. This " fair share" allocation concept

seeks to ensure that each jurisdiction accepts responsibility for the housing needs of not only its
resident population , but also for those households who might 

within the jurisdiction, particularly lower-income households , were there a variety and choice of

housing accommodations appropriate to their needs.

In the SLx-county , the agency responsible for assigning these fair share

targets to each jurisdiction is the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). 
fair share allocation process s projection of

statewide housing demand for a five-year planning period, which is then 

State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) among 
official regions. , such as SCAG then further 

regional shares among its member jurisdictions. For more , SCAG staff, the

SCAG subregions (including the Gateway Cities Subregion, to which Lynwood belongs) worked

to prepare the jurisdiction-by-jurisdiction estimates of "total construction need" for the 1998-

2005 planning period, and the distribution of this construction 

income categories. SCAG's process of adopting the 1999 RHNA concluded in November 2000.

Table 3.10-8 shows the 1999 RHNA allocation for the City of Lynwood. It 
housing over a seven and one-half year period. Lynwood's RHNA allocation , in part

on SCAG's regional growth , which 

Transportation Plan Update.
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TABLE 3.10- RHNA NEEDS 
Income Category

VeI'\' Low

Low

RENA-Identified Need

"...,-

~i f

Moderate

Upper

To/a/

175

191

335

979

Table 3. 10-9 shows SCAG' s the regional growth forecast for the City and Los .-\ngeles County.

TABLE 3.10- SCAG POPULATION, HOUSEHOLDS, AND EMPLOYMENT

FORECAST

2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025

Population 098 314 461 056 78.430 80.082

Households 574 074 005 030 065 099

Employment 225 026 18.091 235 20.212 291

Population 798 884 365 559 10.770 869 11.1 70.130 717 826

Households 134 109 251 606 439.140 630 050 847 025

Employment 427 093 654 606 875 216 019.926 132,533

Los Angeles County

Source: SC\C. n' Update , small area forecast.

Total "construction need" is comprised of three components: 

needed to accommodate future household growth; (2) an additional 
to ensure a healthy housing market; and (3) a further additional 
that will be demolished, conyerted to non-housing uses or otherwise removed form the housing

stock. The 
calculates statewide housing need and 

component also relies on different data sets, including 1990 census data.

The construction need totals cover the period of , though the Housing Element

Planning period is from 2000 to , the RHNA 

used as a planning target in the City s Housing Element Update may be reduced by new units

produced since January 1 , 1998. The Ciry 

1998 and 1999. \ Other sources 

and another 39 were This means that the City 

produced 183 units (19 percent) of its RHNA target.

1. City of Lynwood, Housing Element, September 2000 , Table 17 , p. 24.

2. Construction Industry Research Board.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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The construction need calculation components are as 

Units Needed for 1998-2005 Household Growth. The 
represents the number of units 
Housing Element planning period, based on SCAG's regional growth forecast to 2025. 

Final 1999 RHNA 2005

planning period.

The Vacancy Adjustment Factor. HCD's guidelines for preparing RHNAs require that the

calculation of construction need 

household growth, in order to ensure that there are 

competition in the housing market and choices for housing s case

SCAG estimates a need for 76 units to achieve the desired exiting 
units for 1998-2005 household growth , for a total of 96 units.

The Housing Unit Replacement s RHNA preparation 

that total construction need 
other removals from the housing stock during the planning period (e.g., units that may become

damaged by fire , yandalism or other causes, but have not been demolished; merger of small units

to create larger housing uses). Based on a

combination of statewide HCD , the housing unit

loss adjustment is calculated as the 

period (i. , annual units demolished divided by total number , per DOF),

multiplied by 1.55 to account for other kinds of removals from the housing stock.

Replacement need accounts for a 
jurisdictions. In Lynwood, these calculation factors.account for 143 units , or 15 percent of total

construction need. According to 
1999/ the City may count one-for-one replacement of units over the 1998-2005 period, up to a

total of 143 units , against its RHNA allocation of 979 units.

The City s total construction need, then, is the sum of units needed for household growth during

the 1998-2005 period (740 units), additional units , now

and in the futUre (96 units), plus additional units to account 

stock losses during the planning period (143 units), for a total of 979 units.

3. Letter from Cathy E. Creswell, HCD .\cnng Deputy Director, to Joe Carreras, SCAG, October 5 , 1999.
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Housing at the Project Site

The proposed project includes 27 residennal properties that include 4-; dwelling units , of whIch

45 units are occupied. Table 3. 10-10 indicates the breakdown of these units by income.

TABLE 3.10-10 HOUSING UNITS BY 
Income Category Number of Units Percentage of Total 

\" eD' Lo",. 53.

Lower 15.

l\.ledian 15.

i\loderare

No Infonnation Proyided 13.

Total 100

1. Income. Catcgoncs arc ba$cJ on Los :\ngdcs Coun~'IIUD 

Source: Pacific Relocation 

10. Regulatory Framework

Southern California Association of Governments

SCAG' s Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide 

Assessment (RHNA) are 
denlopment , State 

mandates that local governments , through Councils of Governments , identify existing and furure

housing 
recommendations and guidelines to identify housing needs 
requirements as to housing development in cities.

City of L ynwood, General Plan Housing Element

The 2000-2005 Housing Element provides an examination of the City s housing problems and
needs, the opportunities and , and formulates

policies and programs to address these needs. The 

construction needs to accommodate the City s share of regional growth for the period 1998-
2005. The 

contained in the rest of the General 

Housing Element of the General Plan is described below in section 3. 10.

10. Thresholds of Significance

The proposed project would have a significant impact on population and housing if it does any
of the following:

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 10-
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Displaces substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the constructions of
replacement housing elsewhere

Displaces substantial numbers of people, necessitating the constructions of replacement
housing elsewhere

10.4 Project Impacts

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Displacement of Residents. The proposed project would remove 27 existing 
that provide housing for 45 households, or about 204 persons. As 
setting, the average occupancy amorig the 45 occupied units is 4.53 persons. 
data, demolition of the 
This is not considered a , when compared to the 845 persons
that reside in 

dislocation of a substantial , construction of replacement housing
would not be required. Due to the requirements of , and the School District s planning
process and construction 
one year to relocate within the City or elsewhere.

Table 3. 10- 11 provides a detailed comparison of the number mile
radius to meet the 
shown in this table, there are 26 rental units needed, and 239 units 
sale units needed, and 480 units available. Therefore, there is a more than sufficient number of
housing units in the market to address the proposed project. , according to the 2000
census , about 5 300 units of housing were vacant in the area surrounding the City of Lynwood.
Because there is a sufficient supply of vacant units in Lynwood and surround 
absorb households , the Project will not require 

significant number of replacement housing units, which could result in impacts on the 
enVIronment. Even if , this 

significandy alter SCAG's long-range growth forecast for the City (i. , projected growth to 2025
reduced by 0.28 , the Project s population impact would be less than
significant within the meaning of CEQA, and no 

relocation requirements under State law require that the School District provide 
displaced households.

11;

Demolition of The proposed Project would result in the demolition of 47 dwelling
units in the City of , itself
have a 

accordance with , including those 

particulate matter. 

10- LUSD Proposed New High School EIR



10 \!l!(

TABLE 3.10-11 COMPARISON OF 
HOUSING IN THE PROJECf AREA

Units by Bedroom Rental Units Rental Units Owned Units Owned Units

Count Required A'Vailable Required Available

1 bedroom N/A N / .

:2 bedroom 156 211

3 bedroom 217

-1- N/.-\

5 bedroom N /. N/. N/A

Total 239 -1-RO

Source: l'iICific RelocatIon Consulrants . 21M1!.

CEQA if they s long-range growth forecast for the City, or with adopted

City housing policies. The units 47 units proposed for demolition represent 0.31 percent of the

City s current housing stock. Even 
not replaced as new units are constructed in the City), the reduction would not 
SCAG' s 2000-25 household forecast for the City (i. , a difference in the growth rate of 0.

percent). In fact, the City s " fair share" of regional housing need anticipates replacement of 

existing units betWeen 1998 and 2005. s demolitions represent one-third of the units

anticipated for replacement by 2005. The City s adopted Housing Element concludes that there

are suitable sites available to accommodate all of the City s fair share of housing need , including

replacement housing, and it has already fifth of the 979 units 

the 1998-2005 planning period. Therefore, the Project s housing impacts will not 

significant impact on the environment, and no 
conformance with City General Plan goals and 
section 3. 8 (Land l; se).

Potential Enrollment Inmases in the The proposed development of the high school

would relieve overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High School, which was designed for 3 473

stUdents but currently enrolls approximately 4 346 students (874 students over 

enrollment capacity at the proposed high school would be 1 600 stUdents , which would permit

relocation of approximately 
project would not directly result in an increase in the total number of 
Lynwood , the proposed 

accommodate over-enrollment at the existing high school plus accommodate 
additional students that are currently enrolled in elementary and middle schools in the District.

Potential Population Approximately 133 faculty and administrators would staff the high

school , 2001); however, some 

proposed New High School may be relocated from the existing Lynwood High 

all of the staff 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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it is anticipated that those staff would be drawn from the 
-\ngeles

Counry. Giyen 
861.600 persons) and the

current unemployment rate for the 
7 percent, California Employment

Development 
term 

opportUnities that would result from the 
migration of workers or any 

, this impact 

considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Because impacts would be less than significant, no mitigation measures would be required. 

follO\ving mitigation measure would 

District provide assistance to displaced households.

HoeS- A relocation assistance plan shall be prepared by the District to 
support relocation of 
consistent with the requirements of State law.

4 The plan shall 

components:

The District shall assist all 
comparable housing, and provide assistance with moving and housing costsas applicable 
Priority shall be given to housing identified within the City of Lynwood

If comparable housing is not available within the City of Lynwood
, housing

shall be identified in adjacent communities, located within a reasonable

distance from the City

If the household is relocated outside of the school district
, relocated

households with stUdents currendy attending District schools would be
permitted to continue attending these schools

Professional appraisal and the marketplace shall determine the exact dollar value required for
acquisition at the . rime 

10. Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact 
, in conjunction

with three , a new middle school, expansion of Agnes and Lugo

Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary classrooms with permanent structures at other

existing schools , and renovation of existing schools, combined with development in the City of

Lynwood and the adjacent communities.

4. 25 Calif. Code of Regulations , ~~6000 et seq.

10-
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The school 
projected future enrollment. as existing children in the City of Lynwood reach school age. 

deyelopment of the proposed project and the 
existing overcrowding, and would 

Some additional employment opporronities may occur as a result of the development 

schools. Development of the 

opportUnities; however, no 

Therefore , related development would not induce substantial population growth in the area.

Deyelopment of the proposed high school, new elementary schools and expansion of .-\gnes and

Lugo Elememary Schools would result in the removal of a total 
units , including the 47 dwelling wlits that would be removed as part of the 

Although the construction schedules of the proposed school projects are not 
some overlap of construction may occur, which would result in 

residents at more than location. 
-\ssistance Plan for all displaced residents, which would be consistent with the provisions of the

mitigation measure identified above.

See Se,UOH B

(fe.Y! Chang.

in Pan 

::.

Chapter II.

The Relocation Plan prepared by PRC indicates that the affected households could be relocated
within a 5-mile radius. The 
Plan process found that, at the time of the 

remer-occupied units , 239 rental units were identified as being 

occupied units , approximately 475 

Thus it appears 
from displaced residents. Further, the Relocation Assistance Plan would include a requirement

that no resident could be displaced until suitabl~ replacement housing can be identified. Thus

even as a result of the development of a new high school, elementary schools and expansion of

Agnes and Lugo Elementary schools , suitable replacement housing can be identified for the

residents that would be displaced as a result of the new or expanded schools.

Past, present, and future probable , such as school 

development in surrounding jurisdictions , could increase the number of households 

Projects such as the Downey Landings Specific Plan 

additional housing demand. The Housing Element 

have policies and goals related to housing demand that may accorrimodate some 

demand. In addition, with approximately 137 000 vacant housing units in Los Angeles County

(per the 2000 census) the existing housing would accommodate the demand associated with the
related projects. Based on the 

relocation, and the supply of 
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cumulatiye impacts less than

significant.

The removal of 132 , if occupied at the City 

not significantly alter SCAG's 2000-25 household forecast for the Ciry (i. , a difference in the

growth rate of 0.9 percent). The 
anticipated to be replaced by , none of the 

identified in Table 2-2 would result in demolition of housing units. The City s adopted Housing

Element concludes that there are s fair share of

housing need, including replacement housing, and it has already fifth of the

979 units , the proposed project

housing impacts will not cause a , and no mitigation is

required. Cumulative impacts 

goals and policies is discussed in section 3.8 (Land Use).
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Public Services and Utilities

Public , fire protection, schools, parks, and 

collection. Utilities , wastewater disposal, water, and electricity.

-\gencies providing these 

process for this EIR to 
anticipated constraints to the proposed develop~ent. 

need to be provided to the project site to support the 
(which is presented in Appendix A) identified potential impacts related to the following 

and utilities:

\'\!

astewater disposal and treatment

Water supply

Solid waste

Energy

Schools

Fire

Police

Storm drainage facilities are specifically addressed in section 3.7 (Hydrology and Water Quality).

Current conditions and impacts to City parks are discussed 12 (Recreation).

Development of the project site would use , which is anticipated to be

adequate for construction and , this section focuses 

discussion of existing conditions and potential impacts resulting from the proposed project to

the listed services and utilities.

11. Existing Conditions

Wastewater

Wastewater treatment generated by the City of Lynwood is served by the Los Angeles County
Sanitation Districts (LACSD). , The City is located within District 1. The role 

to construct, operate, and maintain 
, treat, and dispose of sewage and

industrial wastes and to provide for disposal and management of solid wastes
, including refuse

transfer and resource recovery. Local 
s trunk sewer

lines are the responsibility of the City, as is the collection of solid wastes.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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The project site would be served inch sewer line located in Wright Road, and a sewer

line located in Duncan Avenue. A lift station 
extends east of Duncan Avenue. The lift 
Blvd. and pumps it through a short force main to a gravity flow 

\Xlastewater from the City of 
Pollution Control Plant , where it is 

Control Plant is operated by the L\CSD. 
the world, serving a population of about 3.5 million people and many industries in southern and

eastern Los Angeles County. The plant is 
and currently treats approximately 350 mgd.

Water Supply

The Lynwood Water District provides water 
water in the City of , and the 

supplied by a private 
selTiced from a 12-inch water line in Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard.

Solid Waste

Western U. A. Waste is 
services to its approximately 10 000 residential and commercial customers. The 

serviced by the Downey Area , F.R. Bowerman Landfill, and

Puente Hills Landfill. The Downey 000 tons

per day (fPD), FR 500 TPD , and the Puente Hills Landfill

is permitted for 13 200 TPD. The 

in operation until 2007.

Energy

The primary electricity provider for the project site is Southern California Edison. 

infrastrUcrure providing , distribution, and

communication lines. 
costs and uncertainties regarding the supply of electriciry. The causes of these 
under investigation and are the subject of much debate. Part 

State does not generate sufficient 

outside sources. Another part of the problem 
deregulation. The California 
for the development of new power-generating facilities in Southern California and elsewhere in

the State. 

next few years.
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Schools

The Lynwood unified 000 studems served by two

high schools , one junior high school, and nine local elementary schools. Lynwood High School

located at the comer of Bullis Road and Carlin Avenue , currently has an enrollment of 4 129

students , although it was originally designed for a capacity of 3 472 students. Yista High School

located on 710) is a continuation high

school. Hosler Junior High School 

Bullis Road.

Fire

Fire protection within the City of 

Department. The 

Luther King Jr. minute response rime of this

station. There are , nine firefighters on

duty at all rimes. Fire 
Imperial Highway.

The Southeast Cities , Compton, Downey, Montebello, Santa

Fe Springs , and Vernon. Under this agreement, the cities share firefighters and equipment as
needed to help ensure the efficient use of fire protection resources.

The Insurance 
States on a scale of 1 to 10, with 
ISO ratings to establish s rating is 4 for the City s structures as well as the
department s services and represents above-average fire protection.

Police

Police protection within the City of Lynwood is provided by Los 

(LASD) , via .the Century Station iocated approximately 4 miles to the 

school site at total of 37 deputies are staffed at this station. Based
on recent , the station s average

response rime is 3 minutes for an emergency and 8 to 10 minutes for a non-emergency.

With a 2000 population of 69 845 according to the U.S. Census, Lynwood averages one sworn

police officer for every 2 500 residents. Although it is a 
in a community, the ratio of sworn officers to residents is not intended to be the 
which effective police protection is measured.
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Crime is , with gangs, guns , and the 
population noted issues. .An existing contract 

the District may employ sheriff deputies as school resources 
police sen"ices to District schools only. 
number of deputies that it deems 
one school resources officer , with his attention primarily

focused on the high school. LASD has 
adequate police sen"ices at the schools , personal communication).

The Lynwood Unified School District 
security sen-ices to all schools in the district, and has a combined total of 50 staff. Ten 
are located at the Lynwood High School, one officer at the continuation school, five officers
each at the Lynwood Middle School and Hosler Junior High School, and one 
each is responsible for security at the individual elementary schools in the District. 
Security Department would provide security 

11. Regulatory Framework

The City of Lynwood General Plan 
public sen-ices. There are no policies applicable to utilities. This element is discussed 

section 3. , Land Use Regulatory Framework.

11. Thresholds of Significance

In general, project impacts on public induced
population growth or concentration of population exceeds the 
infrastructure or public service 
impacts to public 
significant impact if it would do any of the following:

Wastewater

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality

Control Board

!II Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or

expansion of existing facilities , the construction of which could cause 
environmental effects

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that serves or may 
the project that it has adequate s projected demand in
addition to the prm'ider s existing commitments
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Water

Result in demands on water supplies beyond those 

and resources

Solid Waste

Be served by a landfill with insufficient permitted capacity to accommodate tlle project's

solid waste disposal needs

Conflict \vith federal, State and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste

Energy

Substantially increase demands beyond 

Fire and Police Protection and Schools

Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or

physically altered governmental facilities , need for new or physically altered

governmental facilities , the construction of which could cause significant environmental

impacts , in order to maintain acceptable service ratios , response times or other

performance objectives for fire protection, police protection, or schools

11. Project Impacts

Significant Inzpacfi

Impact PS- The project would result in the need for additional police protection at
the proposed High School.

The District 
School. As the proposed 
High School, and to provide 

students in the District, the proposed project would not increase total stUdent 

As discussed in Existing Conditions above , crime is an issue of concern in the area, and although

the project would not 
population served, this issue warrants 

indicated that the current staffing of one school resources officer that serves 
does not meet existing , Lt. Herek 2001). Demands on the

existing deputy are particularly concentrated at the existing high school, and the addition of a

second facility would warrant the need for an additional school 

that facility. Therefore , impacts on police protection would be 
significant.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measure would be required to address impacts on police protection.

PS- Through its , the

District shall 
services at the proposed New High School.

Implementation of this less than

significant.

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Wastewater

Preliminary calculations show that the 

increase sewage generation by 35 percent. 

the east end of the 
denlopment. The lift 
engineers have indicated that, based on their experience, the existing 8-inch sewer main on

Wright Road would have 
school would occur during school hours , midday, during the week, while the peak flows for

adjacent houses occurs during the evening and on the weekend (Fuscoe Engineering 2001).

The JWPCP in Carson that treats wastewater would have 
wastewater generated by the proposed project. As discussed 

designed to treat 385 mgd and currently treats approximately 350 mgd. 

would be less than significant. 

Water Supply

Approximately 80 percent of water in the City of Lynwood is supplied by ground wells , and the

remaining 20 percent is supplied by a private service provider. substantial increase in water

demand is anticipated. The proposed project is intended to relieve overcrowding at the existing

high school and to 

elementary schools in the District. 
the proposed project. Further, as the existing uses on the site (a park and 

consume water, the construction of the 

demand. However, as a conservative estimate, if the entire water usage of the new high school

was assumed to be a net increase in water demand, then the proposed high school could result in

an average demand of 3 500 gallons per day per acre of the site (City of Lincoln 1998), for a total

of 51 800 gallons per day (based on a total 8 acres). According to the City of
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Lynwood, adequate water supplies exist to meet current and future demand 

personal communication). Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

Solid Waste

Construction of the proposed project, including demolition of 

would generate solid waste. As discussed in Item VII.b above. asbestos-containing materials and

lead-based paints would be disposed of in 
hazardous construction debris would be either disposed of in a Class III landfill, or disposed of

in a private landfill that accepts and/or 
with all rek':ant starutes and regulations related to solid 

Although the proposed project is intended to 
and to accommodate 

schools in the District, as a conservative estimate , if the entire solid waste generation of the new

high school was assumed to be a net increase in solid waste generation, then the proposed high

school could result in a generation of approximately 0.0013 tons per year per square foot, for a

total of 211 tons per year, or 6 tons per day (based 000

square feet of buildings). (California Integrated Solid ) Note

however, that the loss of use of existing structures 

offset the estimated project solid waste generation. In addition , the increased demand from the

project of 0.6 tons per day represents only 0.002 percent of the total regional demand of 39 000

tons per day. Landfill space in , the proposed project

impact on overall solid waste generation is less than significant.

Energy

As discussed above, Southern California has recendy 

supply of electricity. The project-generated demand for electricity 

million kilowatt-hours per year 50 Kilowatt-

hour/square Jeet/year (SACAQMD 
overall demand within , and would 

substantial increase in demands beyond available supply, nor require a major expansion of power

facilities. The less than

significant. 

Schools

The proposed New High 
meet high school demand based on existing and projected enrollment at 

schools in the district. No 
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the proposed project. Therefore, the impact of the proposed project on 
less than 

Fire Protection

The proposed project site is located within the five-minute response rime of the Los Angeles
County Fire Station No. 148, which is able to provide fire protection 
Nine firefighters are on duty Citywide at all , the City of Lynwood participates
in the Southeast Cities MutUal Aid Pact, which 

resources are required. The school would be built in 
related to fIre safety and would be designed in consultation with the fIre department to provide
adeguate access to emergency vehicles throughout the 
enrollment in the District would result from the proposed project, the impact on fIre protection
is considered less than significant.

11. Cumulative Impacts

Public Services

The cumulative impact , in conjunction
with three new , a new middle school, expansion of Agnes 
Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary 
existing schools , and renovation of existing schools , combined with development in the City of
Lynwood and the adjacent communities. As discussed above under , the
District has an existing agreement with the LA County Sheriff Department to retain deputies 
provide law enforcement at District schools. The District 
extent necessary to employ additional uties as necessary to 

enforcement at schools. The resident population in the City of 
communities would not , fire and 
service ratios would not be affected by the proposed school projects. , consultation
with the Fire Department would occur to ensure that 
emergency response vehicles. 

jurisdictions would be addressed by the cities in which they are located and would not contribute

to cumulative 

services would be less than significant.

Employment , including the 

Landings SpecifIc Plan, could increase the area population, which could 
demands on schools. , including those projects included in the list
of related projects , would increase capacity, and provide for additional demands.
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Utilities

The cumulative impact , in conjuncaon

with three new , a new middle school, expansion of _-\gnes and Lugo

Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary classrooms with permanent 

existing schools , and renovation of existing schools , combined with development in the City of

Lynwood and the 
cumulative impacts are new 
infrastrucrure. As the City and , there would be 

few projects that represent substantial new demands on utilities (wastewater, water supply. solid

\\'aste , and 
school de\-elopment and , and the

incremental increase in demands on utilities , if any, would not be substantial and consistent with

local and regional demand projections. Therefore , cumulative impacts on utilities would be less

than significant.
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Recreation

The Initial Srudy prepared for the project (which is -\ of this document)

detemUned that loss of parkland and recreational facilities prm-ided by Ham Park would reduce

parkland and recreational opportunities for the residents of the City 
the proposed 

recreational facilities associated with the school.

12. Existing Conditions

The City of Lynwood contains several parks , as listed below in Table 3. 12- 1. The largest park in

the City is the 32-acre City Park. Recent s park system include the

Lynwood skateboard park.

TABLE 3.12- EXISTING PARK FACILITIES IN L 
Park Acres

Cirv Park

John Ham Memorial Park
Los Amigos

Skate Park

Total Park Spaa

32.

10.

Not available

44.

The proposed project would be located at the existing Ham Park and adjacent 
bounded on the north by Marrin Luther King Jr. Blvd., on the west by Duncan Road, and the

south by Walnut Avenue. John Ham 2 acres and is the

second largest park in the City of Lynwood. It.is a Ciry owned property bounded on the north

by Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, on the east by Wright Road, on the south by. Cortland

A venue , and on the west by Louise A 1 acres of open

space. Facilities include a lighted softball field, picnic areas with tables and barbecue braziers

basketball court, wall board, tether ball poles , volleyball court, enclosed patio, meeting rooms, art

house , playground equipment with children s sand area, and two parking lots. The park is used

by a number of , including baseball, softball, and folkloric dance 

In addition, the City General Plan identifies use of the park at lunchtime by nearby employees.

The City has identified a 
service ratio of 2.5 acres of parkland per 1 000 people. With an 328

persons in the City, the ratio of parkland to persons is less than one acre per 1 000 people. In

addition , the Ciry has indicated that it has 

facilities necessary to meet the service ratio (Taylor 2001).
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12. Regulatory Framework

City of Lynwood General Plan Open Space 

The Open Space and Conservation Element of the City s General Plan identifies goals , policies

and specific measures for managing the community s open space and recreational 

City of Lynwood has adopted as a goal 2.5 acres of usable park space for each 1 000 residents.

Usable space can be active (e.g., sports , picnic areas) as long as it is

accessible to the public. 

space as significant issues in Lynwood.

12. Thresholds of Signifkance

The proposed project would result in significant impacts on in any ofthe following: 
Increased use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 
such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility 

The inclusion, or requirement of the construction or expansion of recreational 

that might haye an adverse physical effect on the environment

12.4 Project Impacts

See reJponJe to

comment

~ynwood-8 on

page III-33 in
Pari 

In order to develop the proposed high 
adjacent residential units through voluntary sale or in accordance with State 
Memorial Park is located at the intersection of Martin Luther King Jr. 

the southwest comer. 2. To

the extent permitted or required by law, funds made 
used to provide recreational opportunities within the City.

Significant Impacts

Impact REC-l: The 
would reduce parkland and recreational opportunities for the residents
of the City of Lynwood.

School development would provide approximately 8. 1 acres of open .space, which would include

turf-covered playing fields , hardcourt space (e.g. , basketball). The design of the proposed New

High School , and these 
would generally replace the existing landscaped open space at the park.

12- LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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The existing lighted ball , which would not 

nighttime lighting. The 
lit playing fields

would result in loss of existing recreational opportunities at the park in the eyening hours.

If the City enters into a Joint Use Agreement, as proposed by the District, City residents would

have use 

strUcrures ,"vould be dedicated , and a "tot lot (with appropriate play

equipment) would be located on site, south of the 

would be anilable to , full public 

provided for the play area, acti'\-ity center, playing fields , and 
recreational spaces) during non-school hours. 
such as those that currently exist at Ham Park, provided that these programs are held 

non-school hours. In addition, the school is able s summer day camp

program since it would 
recreational opportUnities due to 
recreational facilities would occur during school hours. 
open space and facilities would 
as park-users are hea\-ily comprised. of school-age children that are 

daytime hours.

The facilities at Ham Park would no longer be 

of additional parkland 

capacity of recreational resources within the City. 

shortage in parkland facilities , loss of additional parkland would be significant.

Mitigation Measures

REC- 1 : Lynwood Unified School District shall 
fields , and other , 3:00 P.M. until

10:00 P. r-.1., Monday 

holidays), subject to a Joint Use Agreement. , public use of the activity

ccnter and "tot lot" shall be permitted during school hours. The 

into an agreement with the 

facilities developed at the school site. The complete text 

Agreement is provided in Appendix E. 

Recreation Centers included as part of the proposed project by the District and the
City, site ownership, recreation center revenue, and recreation center costs (including

maintenance costs and 

multipurpose center, gymnasium, outdoor playing fields, perfonning arts center, and

library. The proposed Joint Use Agreement 

Ownership of the property lies 

12-
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The District shall have use of the recreation centers during normal school
days , which include school days throughout the school year, summer
sessions , and inter-sessions.

The District shall have use of the recreation centers for scheduled school
activities , which include school-related activities, events, and functions
including after-school programs , school athletics , parent- teacher association

aCDVIDes , etc.

The City shall have use of the recreation centers at all rimes other than
during normal school days and scheduled school related 

By September 1 , both the District and the school shall provide each other
with a calendar identifying the date, rime , and nature of use of the recreation
centers that have been scheduled by that date. This information will be
consolidated in order to create a master calendar.

The District s use of the recreation centers shall take precedence oyer all
other use of the recreation centers.

The Ciry and District shall each be solely responsible for maintaining,
repairing, or replacing its respective personal property located at the sire.

The District shall perform all maintenance of the recreation centers. The
District shall secure the services of vendors to 
The cost of maintenance shall be borne equally by both the District and the
School.

REC- Reconfigured play fields shall include outdoor lighting that would allow 
use of playing fields.

If the Ciry signs the , full public

access would be provided for the children s play area (or "tot-lot ) and the activity center. The

Joint Use , 2001 , and the

agreement is included as Appendix E. Mitigation 2 would in part address impacts

from loss of , this

mitigation is , the cost of 

approximately $500 000, which would exceed the project s construction budget that is specified

by the , the addition of a lighted ball field would not 

academic purposes of the school. , even if implemented, would not

reduce impacts on recreation to less-than-significant levels. Therefore, the loss of recreational

capacity and worsening of the deficit in parkland would remain a significant and unavoidable

llTIpact.

Impact REC-2: Use of 
after-hours play areas could 
facility .

12- LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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Public use of the playing fields and other would be permirted after school

hours , weekends and holidays , as discussed above , if a Joint Cse .-\greemem is signed. Facilitles

would be used 
community. This joint 
typical park facilities. As a result of the dual function of the facilities. 

facilities would be expected, and additional 

would be required. Impacts would be significant.

Mitigation Measures

I\1itigation Measure REC- l \vould prm-ide provisions for 

associated with the 

deterioration to less than significant.

Less-than-Significant Impacts

The proposed project would not result in population increases 
Housing)). Therefore, no additional 

project. The proposed project 
the City. Impacts would 

12. Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact , in conjunction

with three new , a new middle school, expansion of Agnes 

Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary 

existing schools , and renovation of existing schools , combined with development in the City of

Lynwood and the adjacent communities. The proposed project would result in the 
and use of Ham Park, which currendy proyides approximately 8. 1 acres of landscaped areas and

recreational facilities. As discussed above, impacts associated with the loss of this park would be

significant and unavoidable. None 

projects proposed by the LUSD , would have direct impacts on recreation or parks. None 

related project would result in substantial population growth, and therefore would not result in

increased , cumulative impacts on

recreation would be less than significant.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 12-
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Traffic and Circulation

The Initial of 
determined that the project would not result in 
adopted policies supporting alternative transportation. Therefore, the analysis in this section is

limited to the potential of the proposed project to 
or interfere with emergency access , or provide inadequate parking capacity.

This section prm-ides a summary of the 
for the project by Paul Singer, P.E. (Appendix D). The traffic 

by the City of Lynwood. The repQrt, dated October 2001 , was prepared in conformance with

the City of Lynwood requirements for assessment of traffic-related impacts as 
proposed expansion of school 

conditions and estimates traffic conditions following completion and occupancy of the proposed
New High School.

The intersection 

and . access streets in the 
access/ circulation system is based 
existing layout of the local street network.

13. Existing Conditions

The street network in the project vicinity, the , and the levels of service at

the affected study area intersections are described below. 
location of the intersections that were analyzed 13-

The project site is 
provided by the Century 105), located approximately 0.5 mile to the south, and the

Long Beach Freeway (1-710), located approximately 0.5 mile to the 

,-icinity, the 1- 105 has on-ramps/off-ramps 

approximately 1.75 miles west of the project 710 has onramps/off-ramps in the

project vicinity at Garfield Avenue, Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, and Imperial Highway.

The streets that provide direct , Boulevard

Wright Road, and Cordand Avenue. Martin Luther lane east-west

arterial that bounds the north lane north-south

collector street on the eastern boundary of the property. Cortland lane east-

west collector street on the southern boundary. Other streets that 

project area are .Adantic Avenue, a four-lane arterial, Duncan Avenue, a two-lane north-south

collector street, and Fernwood Avenue, a two-lane east-west collector street.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
13-
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13 Trajti,' and Ctmda/lO!!

Fi\-e intersections in the project yicinity-have been analyzed for this traffic 

Atlantic Avenue and Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard

Cortland A venue and Duncan A venue

Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Duncan Avenue

Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Wright Road

Wright Road and Cortland .\venue

In addirion , traffic \-olumes on the closest access streets to the project site were 

Wright Road, between ~.1artin Luther \venue

Louise Avenue, between Cortland Avenue and Walnur Avenue

Intersection Levels of Service

To , the srudy area 

determine their operating conditions during the 
Based on the peak hour traffic volumes, the rurning movement counts , and the existing number

of lanes at each intersection, the intersection capacity 

sen;ice (LOS) have been determined at each intersection.

The ICU value is a measure of an intersection s traffic volumes as compared to the 

capacity of the 

qualitative indictor of an intersection s operating conditions , which is used to represent various
degrees of congestion and 
(extreme congestion), with LOS A 
relationship between ICU values and LOS and a 

Table 3. 13- 1. The traffic volumes that correspond to each LOS are shown in Table 3. 13-

Proposed school hours would generally be from 8:00 ..1".H to M. Therefore , traffic during

the AM peak hour is the focus of this 
srudy area intersections were counted on March 7 , 2001 , on two intersections (Atlanric/MLK
Wright Road/!\ILK), and on July 19 2001 , at Cortland Ave, /Duncan Ave. , MLK/Duncan Ave.

and Wright Road/Cortland Ave, EXisting traffic 13-

The srudy intersections are currently controlled by traffic 

and Wright Road and 
controlled by stop signs at Cortland and Duncan, Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd, and Duncan, and

Wright and Cortland. .1".M. peak hour are shown in

Table 3. 13-4. All intersections are currently operating at LOS A.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 13-
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TABLE 3.13- RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ICU 
LEVELS OF SERVICE

ICU Vallie LOS Traffic Conditions

0 to 0.600 EXCElLENT-little or no 

:::-0. 600 to 0,700 VERY GOOD-Occasional congestion and delays
:::-0. 700 to 0.800 GOOD-Moderate congestion and delays

:::-0. 800 to 0.900 FAIR-Substantial congestion and delays
:::-0.900 to 1.000 POOR-Excessive congestion and delays

:;:.1.00 F AlLURE-Extreme congestion and delays

Source: I', E.. and June/July 2001.

TABLE 3.13- LOS V 
(AVERAGE DAILY TRIPS-ADT)

Type of Roadway LOSA LOSB LOSC LOSD LOSE LOSE

6 lanes divided 000 400 000 500 000 :;:.54 000

6 lanes undivided 000 000 000 000 36.000 :;:'36, 000

4 lanes divided 000 000 000 000 000 :;:. 36.000

4 lanes undivided 000 000 000 000 000 :::-24.000

2 lanes undivided 000 7,500 000 500 000 :;:'15. 000

Source: E" and JuneIJuly 2001.

TABLE 3.13- EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES

Street
AM. PM. AM, PM. Combined Combined

AM. PM.

\,\'

right Street (11LK to Cortland) 718 478 897 1,198 615 676

Louise Street (Cortland to Walnut) 144

Source: Paul E" and June/July 2001.

TABLE 3.13- EXISTING INTERSECTION LEVELS OF 
(A.M. PEAK HOUR)

Intersection
AM. Peak ICU Vallie LOS

Volume (modified v/c ratio)

Atlantic Ave. /Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd. 496

Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard/Wright Rd. 050

Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard/Duncan Ave. 841

Duncan Avenue/Cortland Avenue 237

Wright Road/Cortland Avenue 286

Source: Paul Singer , P. . and Jum:/July 2001.

13- LUSD Proposed New High School ElR
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Daily traffic yolume is currently (March 749 vehicles on a 

King Jr. Boulevard and 4 291 vehicles on a weekday on Wright Road. 

traffic is 24 000 vehicles on Martin Luther King Jr. Boule,'ard and 16 000 vehicles on Wright

Road. To 
, a factor of 10 

estimated peak hour 
Boule,' ard and 1 600 vehicles on Wright Road.

13. Regulatory Framework

The Circulation Element of the City 
policies that would be 
goals and policies that address the citywide transportation 
result in localized impacts immediately surrounding the project site. 

provided in the Circulation Element that would be 

13. Thresholds of Significance

Based on the City of Lynwood criteria, the proposed project would have a significant traffic

impact if it would do any of the following:

Increase the ICU value by 0.02 or more at an intersection operating at LOS E or F

Result in a decrease from LOS A , B , C , or D to LOS E or F at an affected intersection

Provide parking spaces less than the number required to accommodate the anticipated
demands of the proposed uses

Result in circulation conflicts , a substantial disruption to existing circulation patterns

and/ or a substantial increase in safety risk

Result in inadequate emergency access

Conflict with adopted policies , plans , or programs supporting alternative transportation

13.4 Impacts

Significant Impacts

Pedestrian traffic to and from 
pedestrians , including students walking to and from school. 

to the industrial uses immediately to the east of the school. 

the , the District will be 

pedestrian routes to the proposed school. All 
attend the one existing high school. 
geographic area served by the existing high 

existing schools may warrant modification. 
significant impact.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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TR- As required by the California Department of Education, the District shall update the

designated safe routes to schools for the existing high school and identify 
to schools for the proposed high school.

\Vith implemen~tion of Mitigation , the impact of the 

be reduced to less than significant.

Less-than-Significant Impacts

Construction Impacts

Construction of the proposed project would 
traffic throughout the duration of the 
generated by construction workers 
material to and from the 
equipment during construction would be acconunodated on , there does exist

heavy truck traffic in and around the 
project and Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard 
not include major 
would potentially result in localized , given existing free-flow conditions

and adjacent truck traffic , impacts from construction

would be less than significant.

Project-Generated Traffic

Roadwcry Impads

The proposed project would accommodate up to 1 600 students. In addition, 68 employees and

faculty will provide instruction, operate the facility, and provide school 

site plan as 2 indicates location of all proposed 
facilities. On-site , off-street parking would provide a total of 416 parking 

School hours would be on weekdays and 

would be held in the mornings , and continue into the afternoon. Acti'vities at this school would

include sports and games and may be attended at post school hours possibly into the evening on
weekdays. Some , be conducted 

weekends,

Most of the 
arrivals and afternoon 

morning student arrival M. and 9:00 . M. and afternoon

school departure times vary between 2:30 P.M. and 4:00 P.M. on weekdays. The . M. traffic peak

13- LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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of student l\!. peak hour. 

hour street traffic demand is betWeen M. and 7:00 P.l\I. School ends and stUdents 

depart prior to the afternoon street peak traffic hours.

Traffic with peak traffic hours are 
morning peak traffic rimes. The P.l\!. peak traffic hours would not be substannally affected by

school traffic flows. It is expected that evening and 
events at the school would be held at times when street traffic is not at peak demand.

Traffic generated by the proposed High 

indicated in the InstitUte of Transportation Engineers Traffic Generation Manual Sixth Edition
Schedule 530 , a copy of which is ihcluded in the appendix of this report. Traffic 

estimated to be split approximately 10 percent from the north, 10 percent from the south, and

approximately 80 percent from the west. , all high school traffic

is estimated to arrive via Martin Luther King Jr. 
project site and for drop-off of students from Martin Luther King 

The expected volume of traffic 
estimate the impacts of the project on the study area 13-

shows the generated traffic for morning peak hours at the 

major 13-2 shows 

movements.

TABLE 3.13- COMPARISON OF CURRENT AND PROJECT-GENERATED TRAFFIC
VOLUMES/ICU VALVEs/LOS

A.M. Peak Project-
A.M. Peak

ICU Value ICU Value

Intersection
Volume Added

Volume
(modified V (modified LOS LOS

(current Trips (A.M. (w/project)
ratio) (current /C ratio) (Current) (w/project)

conditions) peak hour) conditions) (w/project)

MIX/ Atlantic 4.496 230 726 0.58

I'vILK/\'\' right 1.050 256 306 0.45

I\ILK/Duncan 841 108 949

Duncan / Cortland 237 304

Wright/Cortland 286 162 448 0.15

Source: Paul :;m!;cr, PL , and June/July 200!.

Traffic impact at post project conditions at all study 
levels. The , following

completion and occupancy of the proposed high , these study intersections

would not be materially impacted by project traffic,

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 13-
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The imersection of Martin Luther hing Jr. Boule,"ard and Wright Road would be the location

most impacted by the proposed high school. At 

free-flow conditions , with 38 V IC ratio. At post , thi~

intersection will continue to operate at free-flow conditions , with LOS A and a 0.48 Y IC ratio.

The study intersections currently operate at LOS A and would continue to operate at free-flow

conditions following construction and 

implememation of the proposed project would result in a less- than-significant impact to traffic

and circulation.

Traffic impacts along the public streets posted for "No Stopping" at designated hours would be

minimized and not present oven traffic , additional traffic

during the morning and afternoon loading and unloading times 

overt traffic conflict conditions are identified at the proposed project 

During special events , there would exist the potential for 

project site due to additional parking demands. Special event 
These impacts would be short-term and 

affect the overall LOS at area intersections. less than 

Proposed project construction would result in the 
extends east from Duncan Avenue. The use 
access to 

demolished as part of the proposed project. Therefore, the loss of this alleyway would not result

in any access issues. Impacts would be less than significant.

The school would be designed to provide access to 
all-weather surfaces providing access to structures, 

with all 
fire department would occur as 
emergency less than

significant.

The school, along Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. , is located along major transit 

location would support the use of public transit. , plans , or programs

supporting alternative transportation would occur, less than significant.

Freewcry 

Proposed project traffic would not , although the project

is located within 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 13-
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High School , students would 

roadway network to access the school site and would not affect freeway 

Faculty and staff would potentially use adjacent 
does not meet the Congestion 

require analysis of freeway segments , as discussed immediately below. , the number

of faculty and staff that would use 
informal revie\v of existing District employees was undertaken in order to estimate the 
of commuters that would travel to the proposed high school via 
of school district 
and they generally do not use the highway to 
District employees live a sufficient distance from Lynwood that they use 
and from District 
High School would 
highway network to commute to the school 
volumes and on/off ramp 

addition of 77 additional commuter 

Therefore , impacts to freeway operations would be less than significant.

Mitigation 

Although roadway , the 

recommended to further minimize localized 

TR- All bus parking, bus drop-off and 
designated areas as indicated on the site plan.

Project Traffic Ingress

During the AM peak hour, a maximum of 672 

Luther King Jr. Blvd. As 
arrive from the west, 10 percent from the north, and 

accessing the site from the west would enter the site by a free right turn. 
the north or south 

Atlantic Blvd. on the west. Vehides 
Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. and turn left into the site. Martin 

marked by a continuous left turn lane that has a capacity for 14 

Of the 672 vehicles , it is a,nticipated that a maximum

of 10 percent of the turn into the site. This 

a total of 67 vehicles, or, about 

the left turn lane would be six 

13- LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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percent of the vehicles would arrive all the same time and concurrently wait to 

The capacity of the left turn lane is 14 \Tehicles , the maximum number of 

queue at once is six. Therefore, the existing continuous left-turn lane provides adequate 

for vehicles accessing the site from the 

site would be less than significant.

Congestion Management Program Analysis

The Congestion Management Program 
111 and has been implemented locally by the Los 
Authority (LACMTA). A total of 164 
in Los Angeles County. This section 
CMP system.

The CMP for Los 
projects of potential regional significance be analyzed. A 
plus all freeways comprise the CMP Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines

requires analysis of all surface street monitoring locations where the proposed project adds 50 
more peak hour trips. Based on the list of 
there are no stations within the study 
analyzed where the proposed project adds 150 or more trips during 

trip generation characteristics of the proposed project, the project would be below this threshold

and no CMP freeway stations need to be , impacts to CMP locations would

be considered less than significant.

Parking

The proposed project is 
would have a maximum of 1 600 students plus 68 faculty and staff members. The 

Transportation Engineers Parking Generation Manuel , indicates

an average ra,te of 0.19 students per off-street parking space (copy of the standard is enclosed in

Appendix D). This , student-
parking ratios are substantially greater. Therefore, a higher parking ratio of 0.22 per student is
identified as appropriate for this , staff, and
employees,

'I:

Staff and employees vehicle occupancy is estimated at 1.25 persons per vehicle. Approximately
10 percent (7 persons) of staff and 
transit. The School District provides bus transportation for students. 
of the students (400 students) will arrive by bus. 
students) will be dropped 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 13-
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Based on the 13- , 352 parking spaces are 
minimum off-street parking spaces for the proposed high school.

TABLE 3.13- PARKING GENERATION REQUIREMENTS

Parking Generator Parking Ratio Recommended Spaces

1.600 stUdents

Total Recommended Spaces 352

To/al Prqied Spam of 16

Source: 
Schedule 530,

The school is designed to accommodate 1 600 students plus employees and faculty. At the 

suggested by the Parking Manual, the 416 parking 

adequate to accommodate srudent and staff demand. As is customary at high schools , weekend

or evening activities \vill attract additional parking 
the unoccupied playing fields may be temporarily 
these events. In addition, there is the potential, for students , parents , faculty, and staff to park

on the street or use this as a 
activity would not be 
Therefore , the impacts of the proposed project on parking are considered less than 

Mitigation

Implementation of Mitigation 3 through TR-5 are recommended to further reduce

less- than-significant impacts of the proposed project on parking.

TR-

TR-

TR-

No Stopping" signs between M. and 8:00 . M. and 2:00 P.l\I. and 4:00 P.

along Martin Luther King)r. Boulevard should be posted on both sides , and Duncan

Avenue and Wright Road, also on both sides.

Students , faculty, and employees should park on the school site to 

inconyenience to the adjacent 
Los 
unauthorized off-campus parking,

Special provisions including. hand guidance and direction to 

planned and organized in a manner that will eliminate or 
to the adjacent 

playing 
residential areas.

13- LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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Proposed City Functions

The proposed school purpose building and open 
available for City use. 

Walnut Avenue , and pedestrian access to the City function area would be alnur

-\venue. The City Zoning 
Rather, section 25- 14.6( d) states unlisted uses including uses not invoh-ing structures. . and

printe and 
Planning Commission on the basis of the similarity to listed 

Planning Commission to " As , the proposed
project includes 416 parking spaces , although the school would require 352 parking spaces. The

remaining 64 parking spaces would be made 
the project 

adequate off-street parking for 
associated 
project site would , no 
vehicle trips would result. Impacts on traffic and 

would be less than significant.

13. Cumulative Impacts

The cumulative impact , in conjunction

with three new , a new middle school, expansion of Agnes 
Elementary Schools , replacement of temporary 
existing schools , and renovation of existing schools, combined with development in the City of

Lynwood and the adjacent communities.

Ambient traffic volumes are expected to increase at the rate of 1.5 percent per year. 

year for completion of the proposed project in addition to related District growth is 
the rate of projected growth, the ambient traffic volumes will 

1 percent. .. Table 3. 13-7 indicates existing, project, and growth 

levels of se!\oice at study intersections, , all intersections would continue

to operate at LOS A,

Development of up to four additional schools could also ~ trips

from drop-off and pick-up of students (from both private 
staff and faculty employed at each individual , given the enrollment at each
location (1 200 students at the middle school at approximately 700 

school), the geographic spread of the proposed schools, and the predominate local 

most , between home and 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 13-
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TABLE 3.13- COMPARISON OF CURRENT AND PROJECT-GENERATED

TRAFFIC 

ICU Vallle (V ICU Value (V LOS (cumulative
Intersection ratio) (cllrTent ratio) (cumulative LOS (CurTent)

conditions) w/project)
w/project)

MLK/ Atlantic

MLK/Wright 0.48

~n...K/Duncan

Duncan/Cortland

\\? righ t/ 

Source: Paul Smg~r. P,

de,"elopment of up to 

2001 , personal communication).

Projects developed in the 

localized traffic. These projects are 
site , with the 
tlarketplace, over a mile from the proposed New High flow

conditions, the , and the

geographic spread of these projects, the contribution of the related 

not be cumulatively considerable (Singer 2001 , personal communication).

Pedestrian traffic to and 
including students walking to and 
California Department of Education, the LUSD will be 

routes to each of the proposed , the geographic area

served by existing schools may change. As a result, the designated safe routes to existing schools

may warrant modification. This would be a 
significant impact.

CUM - The LUSD shall update the designated safe routes to schools for all 
at such time as the number and location of new schools has been 

With implementation of Mitigation , the cumulative impact of the proposed

project would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

All District schools would be 
inclusion of all-weather 

consistent with all applicable regulations requiring access for emergency 
with the fire 
adequate emergency 
development would not be cumulatively considerable.
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PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

4.1 Introduction

A..n EIR \ and the \ Guidelines must 

comparatinly e'"aluate a range of alternati,-es ro the proposed ~15126. C1 of the

CEQ:\ 
reasonable alternati,-es under the general guidance that alternati,oe must be feasible and shall be

selected and described in a manner 
decision making. The es is intended ro be

less detailed than the analysis of the 

Project Objectives

As required under CEQA , the alternatives ro the project should feasibly attain most of the basic

objecti,oes of the project but avoid or 
project. The onrall 
adequately es are to

Pro,-ide a range of academic programs (including a core curriculum, arts. sciences and

physical education) for 1 600 high school students on a contiguous site

Relieve overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High School

Expand enrollment capacity to meet projected Lynwood Unified School District needs
based on existing elementary and middle school enrollment and demographic projections

Develop a school that utilizes funds available for districts with "hardship status" as

specified in Senate Bill 50

Other Alternatives Considered

In addition ro the , two other potential 

were considered in the , but detailed analysis is not 

because these alternatives are not considered 
High School and (2) development of the proposed project at an 

Expansion of LynwoodHigh 

The existing Lynwood High School was originally 472 students

but currently enrolls approximately 4 346 students. During 2001 , nine modular classrooms were

added ro the existing high school to current enrollment growth. The proposed project would
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accommodate 1 600 students , of 
Lynwood High 
existing elementary and middle school students that will 
years, the 

approximately 5 100 students. Expanding the Lynwood High 100

srudents is not desirable form an instructional or 
without additional property.

Because the existing school is beyond capacity, additional modular classrooms would be required

to accommodate an 
current State standard for secondary 

stations) would be 
classroom, that would require at least 25 920 square feet of new classroom facilities. Provision
of additional 

with modular 
current enrollment at the school is over the 
buildings would require the loss of either open space, playing fields , basketball (or other) courts

or surface parking. , removal of
existing surface parking is not , thus additional modular 

either remove open space or space used for 
to reduce the range of physical education programs offered.

To accommodate , the existing 

expanded, to prm-ide , physical education space, support

facilities , and 600 students on
approximately 14.8 acres), expansion of the 
srudents could , support facilities

physical education space , and parking facilities.5

As there is no vacant , expansion of the existing site

would , and the 
residential units. Most 
housing, \\rith a residential density of one to seven dwelling units per acre. 

project as a guide, expansion of the 
demolition of approximately 52 

acre).

5, 1\iote: The CDE suggests that up to 25.7 acres ofland is needed for a high school with 800 students (for physical
education, buildings, and parking). (CDE. 1987)
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Because expansion of the 

srudents at a e the 

property, which would result in the 
considered infeasible and was not further analyzed in this EIR.

Development at Various Sites in Lynwood

As described in the Introduction (section 1."7. 1), following approval of the Facilities !\laster Plan.

the Ll'SD embarked upon a process to 
The District identified fifteen sites that were reviewed 
\vhich evaluated the potential sites using the review criteria in the 

Sihoo/ Se/edioll and / lppro1.'

Glfide (CDE, 2000). , but are not limited to: voltage

power transmission 
proximity to underground pipelines, proximity to major roads; 

conditions; potential for flooding or inundation, or potential for other health hazards. Nine of

the 15 sites were eliminated in this process. Thus , development of a high school at any of those

sites is considered infeasible, because they would fail to meet the selection criteria established by

the State of 

process , the proposed project site is the largest, and therefore the one that could most 

accommodate the proposed project. 
smaller sites would 
reduction in the school size would impede the ability of the project to meet two basic project
objectives (to 600 srudents and 

therefore not evaluated further in this EIR.

Expansion of existing school sites would result in impacts to existing school operations, either

by eliminating existing schools or other functions. 

one of other identified 
adjacent residential or commercial properties in order to , 14.

acres) that would accommodate 1 600 srudents and meet project objectives. This could result in

impacts to adjacent residential or commercial properties that could be greater than the proposed

project. Because there 

enough to accommodate , this conceptual 

evaluated in this EIR.

With regard to sites outside the City limits , to the west and north of Lynwood, the parcels that

may be used for school sites in Los 
use by the Los Angeles Unified School District. , the Long Beach Freeway separates

Lynwood from Downey and Paramount, so that there are no parcels 

the south , the properties are within the jurisdiction of the Compton Unified 

the City of Compton and are not 
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4.4 Alternatives to the Proposed Project

Analysis of 

EIR with an unnecessary amount of detail that would be redundant and complex, and would as a

result fail to provide meaningful information for the School Board to consider in its 

the project. To , a list of potential 

was prepared. Each , to determinate whether 

(1) feasibly attain most of the basic , (2) have the potential to avoid or

substantially lessen any of the , and 

feasible.

Alternatives to the project that could potentially meet most of the project 
or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project are 

of the environmental review of the 

comparison of the potential impacts of the alternative in relation to the project. 
alternatives are evaluated in this EIR: , (2) Ham Park Only, (3) No Development

within Ham Park, and (4) a Ham Park/Civic Center Alternative

Alternative 

Under the No , the proposed 
developed. As existing elementary , enrollment

demand at the existing high school would continue to grow. 
continue to operate in exceedance of 
require provision of 

existing facilities would continue as a result of overcrowding.

No 
current condition. The 14.8 acres of land that comprise the proposed site would remain 

park and residential dwelling units. 
under this , future conditions in the vicinity of the proposed

site would , which were 

environmental setting section for each environmental topic in Chapter 3.

Because no additional enrollment , future increases in enrollment

demand at Lynwood High School 
classrooms. To accommodate an 
an 
approximately 30 classrooms (or 

projections. Based 

would require at least 28 800 square feet of new classroom facilities. Because current enrollment
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at the school is oyer the design capacity, the 

require the loss of , playing fields, basketball (or other) courts, or surface

parking. Because of ongoing parking 

parking is not considered feasible, thus additional 
campus open space or space used for physical education. This could constrain the 
District to continue to provide an appropriate range of physical 

Relationship to Project Objectives

l;nder this alternatiye , the District would be unable to provide a range of academic programs for

600 high school studems on a contiguous ercrowding at the existing Lynwood High

School would continue; enrollment capacity would not meet projected enrollment demand; and
a school would not be 
none of the project objectives would be met by the No Project Alternative.

4.4. Alternative 2: Ham Park Site Only

Under this alternative, the proposed project would be reconfigured 

would be constructed within . the existing boundaries of the 

The proposed project. as currendy configured, would result in the 

structure , a multi-purpose "City function" building, and a "tot lot" (for use by area residents) in

an area of approximately 4. 8 acres along the western edge of the proposed site, which would

require the remm;al of 47 , the parking garage

, "

City

function" building, and "tot lot" would be constructed on the southern portion of the site, in the

area currendy occupied by playing fields. The 

southern portion of the , the portion of

the site a,'ailable for recreational playing fields .would be reduced by approximately half. 

result, the extent of physical 

would be substantialh' reduced.

Aesthetics

Project-related aesthetic impacts would result from a change in land use, modification, or loss of

open space, and introduction of nighttime lighting. Under this alternative, the area impacted by

project development would be limited to the 
facilities and parking structure would all be constructed, although ' the location 

would be shifted onto the southern portion of the 
the design of the project would be , development under

this alternative would be compatible with the visual quality of the area, with school buildings

recreational facilities , playing fields, and landscaped open spaces. The impact to 

of the , similar to the proposed 
impacts would be generally the same as the proposed project, and less than significant.
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Open space under this 
conditions and the proposed 

acres of landscaped areas and open space (and a similar amount 
proposed project). , approximately half of the playing field 
southern portion of the , of the 10-acre

site , only approximately 4 acres would remain open space, which would be encompassed within
the campus. This loss of open space 
comparison to the project, for which approximately 8. 1 acres of open space \vill be proyided).

which would be a significant impact.

Air Quality

Project-related air quality impacts would result from demolition of existing structures , grading of
the site, construction of , and from 
operation of the proposed , none of the residential units would be
demolished, and the proposed site would be reduced from 14.8 to approximately 10 acres , which

\vould reduce the area of the site that would be graded. A reduction in the number 
structures that would be 
related emissions. However, because all of the proposed school City function

building and "tot lot ) would be constructed, criteria pollutant 

construction of new , which would result in
less- than-significant impacts. , the and parking structure, the
City function" building and the "tot lot , would be 

operational impacts would remain the 
significant.

Biological Resources

Project-related biological resource 
migratory birds are 

although construction at the park would still occur. Therefore , because the area affected by the
project would be reduced, potential impacts on biological resources would also be reduced, and
would remain less than significant.

Cultural Resources

Project-related cultural resource impacts would result from relocation of the 
and grading of the site, which could uncover or disturb buried 

alternative would still result in construction of the project within the existing boundaries of Ham

Park, which would involve relocation of the Abbott Residence (to an alternative location 

the southern portion of the , which could effect unknown, intact

archaeological deposits. Because the area distributed by grading would be reduced, the potential
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to uncoyer . because

this alternatiye \vould still involve relocation of the _\bbott Residence 

historical significance of the structure could still occur. 

the amount of open space would be reduced, which could reduce the amount of open 

around the relocated structure and school facilities , which could impair the structure s histoncal

context. Further, because of the 
damage from a pre\-ious fire), relocation of the 

relocation of the , then demolition of the 

result in a significant unrnitigable impact, similar to the proposed 
residential structures would occur under this 
historic resource , removal of the park would not result in an impact to a historic resource.

Geologic Resources

Project-related geological resource impacts would 
construction of new structures, which could 
This alternative would avoid demolition of residential units , although construction of the school

facilities within the , because the area

affected by the project would be reduced, potential impacts on geological 

be reduced. However, because of the potential for the 
wind and water erosion of the site during construction, and expose people and structures to

seismic shaking during project operation, those impacts would remain significant, but could be

mitigated to less- than-significant levels with incorporation 

Hazardous Materials

Project-related hazardous material impacts would result from demolition of 

the potential to uncO\-er subsurface materials during grading and excavation of the site, use and

storage of hazardous materials during operations , and from air toxics and hazardous materials in

the \-icinity of the 
residential structures , potential impacts associated with exposure of construction personnel and

the public to hazardous 

Potentially significant impacts associated with 
and excavation of the site would still occur, but those significant impacts could be reduced to

less-than-significant levels with incorporation 
proposed project, this alternative may require modification of the existing adopted 

response plan, although this impact would be mitigated through consultation with the City and

Fire Department. , cleaning products , pesticides

and fertilizers) would be less than significant, similar to the proposed project. 

non-carcinogenic impacts associated from air 

within a quarter mile of the site would be less than significant, the same as the proposed project.
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Hydrology and Water Quality

Project-related hydrology and water quality 
acti\-ities , increases in impenTious surfaces , the presence of urban contaminants in stormwater

and from the placement of year flood.

C nder this alternative, the area of the 8 to 10

acres, therefore potential impacts 
\vould be less than the proposed project. 
with urban stormwater contaminants would remain significant, but mitigable to a less- than-

significant level with incorporation 
and the "city- function" building would be developed, along with a parking structure, the open
space on the site would be substantially 

proposed project. The 1 acres of landscaped

areas and open space, and a similar amount would be provided under the 

Under this alternative, the playing fields and open 

half. Thus, of the 10-acre site, approximately 4 acres would remain open 
stonnwater runoff 
impacts would be less than significant. Under this alternative, proposed structures and parking

would still be sited within an area of ponding during a 100-year flood. These impacts 

addressed by proposed project , and impacts 

mitigable.

Land Use

Project-related land use impacts would result from , and from

potential incompatibilities with the zoning 
Under this alternative, the area of the 8 to 10

acres , and would limit development to within the 
school facilities

, "

City function" building, and parking structure would be constructed, generally

consistent with parameters of the proposed , the land use 
alternative would be generally similar to the proposed project, and inconsistent with certain goals

and policies of the Lynwood 
Because of the smaller site, setbacks may be reduced compared to the proposed project and

greater heights of structures may be required to accommodate the school faciliites, which would

result in a greater inconsistency with zoning code requirements than the proposed project. 

of parkland would be 
Consen-ation Element of the General Plan, similar to the proposed project. 

residential housing would occur, the project would be 

related to housing, including the Land Use and Housing elements. Therefore , although impacts

would be reduced compared to the proposed project, land use impacts would remain significant
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and una,"oidable, due 

requuemcnts-

Noise

Project-related noise impacts would result from demolition of existing structures. 

site , construction of new structures, and operation of the , the
area of the site , and no 
strucrures would be demolished, therefore noise impacts associated with demolition and grading
would be less than the proposed project. However, because all of the school facilities , parking
structure

, "

City function" building, and " tot lot" would be constructed , noise impacts associated
with new construction \vould be significant, but mitigable to a less-than-significant le,'el , similar
to the proposed project. , from project-related traffic, would be consistent
with the proposed project and less than 
be reduced , noise impacts from use of the playing fields would be 
proposed project, and would be , because existing 
immediately adjacent to Ham Park would remain, those homes would be 
noise levels from school operations than under the proposed project (where all 

separated by a street from the , operational noise impacts would be
greater for some of the nearest 

Population and Housing

Project-related population and housing impacts would result from 
hiring of new teachers and staff, and loss of housing units. Under this alternative , no existing
housing units would be removed, and no 
enrollment would be the same as the proposed project, and the same number of 
staff would be hired. Those , similar to the proposed
project.

Public Services and Utilities

Project-related public service and utility impacts would result from additional demand 
and fire protection services , consumption of water, generation of wastewater and solid waste
consumption of , because all of the
school facilities, the "City function" building and the parking structure would be constructed
operational impacts would be , which 
significant.
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Recreational Resources

Project-related recreational resource impacts would result from loss 
recreational facilities , and the potential for 

facilities (for both park and public use). eloped within

the Ham Park site, the area 
reduced, therefore impacts . related to the loss 

greater under this alternatiye, and would be 

physical deterioration of shared , but mitigable to a

less- than-significant level, similar to the proposed project.

Transportation

Project-related transportation impacts would 
teachers, and staff, from the , and from 

hazards. Although the size of the site would be reduced, because all of the school facilities , the

City function" building and the parking , operational impacts

including potential pedestrian hazards, would be similar to the proposed project, which would be

less than significant. 
southern portion of the site, access routes to the structure , resulting in

increased traffic on the streets 
, including Wright

Road, Cortland Avenue , and Louise Avenue. , the

addition of school-related traffic is unlikely to result in any significant 

Relationship to Project Objectives

Cnder this alternative, the District could relieve 

School; expand enrollment capacity to meet projected enrollment demand; and develop a school
that utilizes funds available under Senate Bill , the school site would be reduced is

size and would not be adequate for a new high 
reduced from approximately 14.8 to 10 acres, the amount of 

education progr~ms would be 1 to 4 

would 
educational options for the school. , the range of physical education programs that

could be offered at the site would be reduced, compared to the proposed project. Therefore

this alternative would not meet 
(including physical education) for 1 600 students on a contiguous site.

4.4. Alternative 3: Limited Development of Ham Park

Under this alternative, the project would be reconfigured to avoid development of construction

of high school buildings within the existing boundaries of Ham Park. 
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parking strucrure would be constructed within the area currently occupied by 
(with the parking 
Luther King Jr. Boulenrd). 
school. As a result, Ham Park would be . on the
southern portion of the park) and other , basketball coum on the
northern portion of 

school hours. In order to pro\-ide sufficient 

strucrure outside the boundaries of Ham Park, additional residential properties (compared to the

proposed project) \vould need to be 

This acres. Of 8 acres

approximately 8. 1 acres would be playing fields 7 acres

would be coyered by buildings and the parking , in addition to the use of
the 10-acre park, this alternatiye 7 acres of

residential properties adjacent to the park 
strucrure (i. , approximately 1.9 more acres than required for the proposed project). 
new structures would be built within Ham Park, no relocation of the Abbott 
be required, and no replacement of the "City function" building or "tot lot" would be 
However, in order the meet the criteria of the Division of , a secure

area (e.g. , surrounded by a fence) would have to be 
site , daytime access to the "City function" building and the " tot lot" could be restricted, because

of the need to provide a secure site for all of the high school functions. As a result, although no

relocation of the City function building and tot lot would be required 
not be developed with school 

anilable during school hours.

Aesthetics

Project-related aesthetic impacts would result from a change in land use , modification, or loss of

open space , and introduction of nighttime lighting. Under this alternative, no structures would

be developed 'within the boundaries of Ham 
strucrure would be developed in the area west of Ham Park (in a 
to the proposed project), currently occupied by 

as landscaped open space and playing fields , and although the 
reconfigured, the visual character 

components of the project and the 
development under this alternative would be compatible with the visual quality of the 

area surrounding the site, with a school buildings , recreational facilities , playing fields, and

landscaped open 
significant, similar to the proposed 
generally the same as the proposed project, and less than significant.
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Air Quality

Project-related air quality impacts would result from demolition of , grading of
the site , construction of , and from 
operation of the proposed , the area that would be 
grading (for development of playing fields , basketball courts and other recreational space) \vould

increase from approximately 14.8 to 16.7 acres , and a greater number of 
would be , criteria pollutant 

grading and construction of 

although impacts from construction would be less than 
facilities and parking structure would be constructed under this alternative , operational impacts
would be generally similar to the proposed project, and would be less than significant.

Biological Resources

Project-related biological resource 
migratory birds are nesting. Under this alternative, the area subject to grading and construction
would be expanded from 8 to 16.7 acres. Because the area 

project would be , potential impacts on 
would be greater, however these impacts would be less than significant.

Cultural Resources

Project-related cultural resource impacts would result from relocation of the 
and grading of the site, which could uncover or disturb buried archaeological resources. Because

this alternative , the

significant and unavoidable impacts related to relocati~n of the 
Because the area of the subject to construction 8 to 16.

acres , the area subject to grading would be increased, therefore potential impacts to subsurface
archaeological deposits would be greater. These potentially 
to a less-than-significant level with incorporation of the 
neighborhood west of Ham Park is not associated with , era, event, or series

of events , or historical pattern, demolition of residential structures in this area is not anticipated
to result in impacts to any historical 

Geologic Resources

Project-related geological resource 

construction of new structures, which could expose people and property to 
Under this alternative, the area subject to construction 
approximately 14.8 to 16.7 acres , which would 
potential for the construction to increase 
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would be greater than the 
people and 

significant. bUt could be than-significant 
identified mitigation measures.

Hazardous Materials

Project-related hazardous materials impacts would result from demolition of 
and the potential to un 
Compared to the , a greater 

demolished during site 
hazardous materials during grading 'and excavation of the 

proposed project nt impacts could
be reduced to less-than-significant levels with incorporation 
to the proposed project, this alternative 

emergency response plan, although this impact would be 
the City and , cleaning

products , pesticides and , similar to the 
project. Carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic impacts 

materials from sources within a quarter mile of the site would be less than significant, the same
as the proposed project.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Project-related hydrology and water quality impacts would occur as a result 
activities , increases in impervious surfaces , the presence of urban 
and from the placemem of year flood.
Under this alternative , the area subject to construction be increased from approximately 14. 8 to
16.7 acres , therefore construction-related impacts and impacts associated with urban stormwater
contaminants would be greater than the proposed project. 
mitigated to a less-than-significant level with incorporation 

school facilities and parking structure would be constructed under this alternative, the extent of
impervious surfaces would be similar to the proposed project, and therefore runoff would be
similar to the proposed project. 
would affect water to the proposed . the
requirement for a Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan, these impacts would be less than
significant, similar to the proposed project. Under this alternative , the proposed new structures
and parking would be outside the designated area of ponding during a 100-year flood, therefore
this potentially significant impact of the project would be avoided.
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Land Use

Project-related land use impacts would result from , and from

potential incompatibilities with the zoning 
nder this alternative, the area of the site would be 8 to 16.

acres , and would not involve any development within the existing boundaries of Ham 

of the school 

occupied by 

parameters of the proposed 

generally similar to the proposed 
goals and policies of the Lynwood zoning code 
Impacts related to compatibility with the City s zoning code requirements could be 

greater mass and 
rcconfigured and expanded 

than the proposed 

conformance with City of Lynwood Land Use Element goals

, . 

The use of the park for physical 
dUrIng school hours , which would conflict with Open Space and Consen'ation Element Goal 
and Policy 1 , since the park 
school hours. To the extent that the "City function" building and the "tot lot" are unavailable

during school hours (in order to provide a secure school 
plan elements may be greater than the , since the 

replace these facilities in a portion 
hours. Although more housing , this alternative would 

conformance with the goals of the Housing Element. Overall, land use impacts may be greater

than the proposed project, and land use impacts woulp be significant and unavoidable.

Noise

Project-related noise impacts would result from demolition of existing structures , grading of the
site , construction 'of new structures , and operation of the project. 
would be expanded, and a larger number of , noise

impacts from demolition and grading would be greater than the proposed project. 

school facilities and parking structure would be constructed, noise impacts associated with new

construction would be 
mitigated to a less-than-significant level with inclusion of the identified mitigation. 

impacts, from , would be 
than significant. Operational noise impacts from use of the 
to the proposed project, and would be less than significant.
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Population and Housing

Project-related population and housing 
hiring of , and loss of housing 

facilities and parking , a larger 

residential parcels would need to be 
without specific site boundaries , using the proposed project as a guide (\v;th .+7 residential units

of 4. acres), acquisition of 6.7 acres of 

approximately 66 residential units and displacement of those 

less than significant, similar to the proposed project. Development 

provision of relocation 
than significam. Impacts related to new staff and teachers would be the same as the proposed
project, less than significant.

Public Services and Utilities

Project-related public service and utility impacts would result from additional demand for police
and fIre protection sen'ices , consumption of water, generation of 

consumption of energy. Impacts on public 

the proposed project , as the school facilities and parking strUcture would be 

impacts would be less than significant.

Recreational Resources

Project-related recreational resource impacts would result from loss 
recreational facilities. This alternative , community centers , tot

lot) in their present location. Therefore , these facilities would be located within the secure high

school campus and would not be publicly , resulting in a loss of

access to park 
, the use of the park

for physical education programs would also increase the potential for physical deterioration of
facilities due to their shared use. , even with

inclusion of the identified mitigation.

Transportation

Project-related transportation impacts would result from 
teachers, and 
hazards. Because the 

proposed project, impacts to transportation would be the 

project. 
adjacent to the park would result in less than significant due current 
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relatively low project-related trip generation. 

the proposed project, and less than significant.

Relationship to Project Objectives

Under this alternative , assuming that the District could , including the

existing park areas , as required by State law, the District could: offer a full 

programs (including 600 
overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High 
projected enrollment demand. 
under Senate Bill 50 , as would the proposed project. Although this , therefore

be capable of achieving the project objectives , it would substantially increase the adverse impacts

upon the use if the park facilities , including the tot lot. 

to accommodate the proposed new high school and to replace the City s park facilities , including

the tot lot, in an area removed from the proposed school facilities , so that the public could retain

access to these facilities 
relocation or replacement of such park facilities , and, therefore, would result in greater impacts

related to the loss of parkland. 
although impacts would be worse than under the proposed project.

4.4.4 Ham Park/ Civic Center 

In response to the Notice of Preparation for this EIR (and in 
other occasions), the City of 

would include development a sports-magnet high school (or "sports academy ) at the 

Ham Park and an arts-magnet high school adjacent to the Lynwood Civic Center.

Although the City developed , the City did

not provide the School Board 
concept. To give the 

such an , the

following analysis is provided.

For this alternative, it is 
school with an enrollment of 600 srudents at the site of the 

arts-magnet school with an 000 students 

Lynwood City Hall, the City Hall Annex, and the site on Martin Luther King Boulevard between

Bullis Road and Ernestine Avenue currendy occupied by a former bowling 
site proposed for Elementary 3). It 
classroom and related support , administration, cafeteria etc.), and provide 

parking for srudents, teachers, and staff. It is 
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would . and the

arts-magnet at the Ci\-ic Center would include facilities for the 

but without 
further assumed that existing parking lots at the Civic 
parking strucrure that would serve both the art-magnet school and the 
from both Bullis Road and Ernestine .\ venue. It is 

Cl\-ic Center would be removed as a result of this alternative.

Because two , it i~ 

duplication of facilities would be required (e.g. , administration , food 

that the overall land area 

proposed for the project.

Aesthetics

Project-related aesthetic impacts would result from a change in land use , modification , or loss of

open space , and introduction of nighttime lighting. Under this altemati\- , development would

occur at two locations: Ham Park and the 
school at Ham Park would be 
development of school buildings , a parking structure and physical 

playing fields and courts). This would 
Ham Park site , and the introduction of night 

school at the Civic Center 
, with

existing open space and parking lots converted into schools buildings and a parking 
In general, this would result in the loss of open space and the introduction of taller 

a parking strUcrure (to sef\'e both the school and the Civic Center). Because development 

occur at two locations , impacts would be , however these

impacts '\vould be less than significant , as the development would be 

the character of existing buildings at those locations and surrounding development.

Air Quality.

Project-related air quality impacts would result from demolition of existing strucrures, grading of

the site , constrUction of new structures, and from mobile 

operation of the proposed school. Development of a 

demolition of the existing multi-purpose building at the site, grading of the site , and constrUction

of school buildings , physical education facilities, and a parking 

buildings would be demolished at this location, similar to Alternative No. 2. Development of 

arts-magnet school at the Civic Center would 
parking lots , grading of the site, and the construction of school buildings and a parking 

(to serve both the 
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demolished under this alternative , emissions associated with demolition would be less than the

proposed project. Because 
, some 

duplicated at both sites , and a larger parking structure would be needed at the Civic Center (to

serve the school and adjacent city buildings), 

than the proposed project. However, impacts fonn construction would be less than 

Although operational impacts (from stationary and mobile 
than the proposed project because of the 

, administrative

and food service). these impacts would be less than significant.

Biological Resources

Project-related biological resource impacts could occur 
migratory birds are nesting. Under this alternative, development would occur at two 

Ham Park and the Civic 
schools would be greater than that proposed project, this less-

than-significant impact would be

greater than the proposed project.

Cultural Resources

Project-related cultural resource impacts would result from relocation of the 
and grading of the site , which could uncover or disturb buried 

this alternative , development would occur at tWo 

Because this alternative would still result in construction 
boundaries of Ham Park, it is assumed that relocation of the Abbott Residence (to an alternative

location within the 
locations would impact a , the potential for 

archaeological deposits would be greater than for the. proposed project. 
could be than-significant level with 

mitigation. 
demolition of a 

although this is not 
histOric resource , development of a sports-magnet and 

impact to a historic resource.

Geologic Resources

Project-related geological resource impacts would 
construction of new structures, which could expose people and property to 

Under this alternative, development would occur at 

Center , and a larger area would be impacted by site 

construction to increase wind and water erosion of the 

greater than the proposed project. 

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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structures to seisnuc shaking during project operation. These impacts would be 
could be mitigated to less-than-significant lenls with incorporation 

measures.

Hazardous Materials

Project-related hazardous materials impacts would result from demolition of exisnng 
and the potential to uncoyer subsurface 
existing residential structures would be demolished , although lmpacts associated with exposure

of constructlon personnel and the public to 
at the existing multi-purpose buildings in Ham Park and at least one building (formerly occupied

by a bowling 
discoyery of hazardous 
occur. but those than-significant 

incorporation of the identified mitigation. , this alternative may

require modification of the , although this impact

would be mitigated through consultation with the City and Fire Department. Risks from 

of hazardous , cleaning products, pesticides and fertilizers) would be 

significant, similar to the 
associated from air toxics and hazardous 
Ham Park site are anticipated to be similar to the proposed project, which would be less than

significant. Because there 
analysis of potential project-specific impacts would be speculative. However, due to the general

absence of industrial land uses near the , the potential for the presence of 

quantities of hazardous substances, or substantive sources of toxic contaminants in the area is

considered low. , the former bowling 

would result in the disposal of hazardous wastes , such as asbestos containing materials or lead

paints. Therefore , hazardous material and air toxics impacts on an 

Civic Center would likely be less than significant, similar to the proposed project.

Hydrology and Water Quality

Project-related hydrology and water quality 
activities , increases in impervious surfaces, the presence of urban contaminants in stormwater

and from the year flood.

Under this alternative, development would occur at two 

Center. Because the 

than that proposed project, construction-related impacts would be greater than the proposed

project, but could be reduced to a less- than-significant level with 

mitigation. Because development , and 
facilities would be required, therefore impervious surfaces and runoff volumes would be greater

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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than the proposed project. Runoff 
would affect water 
requirement for a Standard Urban Stormwater 'Mitigation Plan, these impacts could be reduced
to less-than-significant levels. Under this alternative , development of a sports-magnet school at

Ham Park would involve 
ponding during a 100-year flood. This than-
significant level with incorporation 

Land Use

Project-related land use impacts would result from , and from
potential incompatibilities with the zoning 
Development of a sports-magnet high school within the existing 
have reduced land use impacts less than similar to 2 (No Loss of 
Units), because no , inconsistency with height

limitations at that location would not occur. 
1 and Policy 1 of the Open Space and Conservation Element of the General Plan, similar to the
proposed project. 

could involve similar inconsistencies, however as the area is designated for Public Function and

Commercial uses , it is assumed that potential 
project. Overall land use 

Noise

Project-related noise impacts would result from demolition of existing strucrures, grading of the
site , construction of new structures, and operation of the 
development would occur at two 
residential structures would be demolished in the area around , construction-related

noise impacts would be , demolition, site clearance, and

construction of school 

construction-related noise at a second location, increasing overall construction noise 

These than-significant 
incorporation of the identified mitigation. As with the proposed project, exterior noise levels at

the Ham Park 
Operational impacts , from project-related traffic, would occur at two sites , and project-related

traffic volumes would be 
impacts from use of the playing fields would be comparable to the proposed project, and would

be less than significant.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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Population and Housing

Project-related population and 
hiring of new teachers and staff, and loss of housing units. l"nder this alternati\- , no residential

structures would be demolished. 

de\-elopment of two schools 

schools . howe\-er this impact would be less than significant.

Public Services and Utilities

Project-related public sen.ice and utility impacts would result from additional demand for police
and fIre protection sen-ices, consumption of water, generation of 

consumption of energy. Impacts on public 
the proposed project. However, because the City has not provided 
adequacy of utilities serving the Ciyic Center area, analysis of potential impacts to utility 

in that area would be , due to the

duplication of facilities , however these , similar to the

proposed project.

Recreational Resources

Project-related recreational resource impacts would result from loss 
recreational facilities , and the potential for increase 

facilities (for both park and public , the conversion of the

park to a site for sports-magnet high school would result in the use of playing fields , basketball

courts and other , which would 

preclude public use expect for evening hours and weeken9s 

sports would include practice activities in the afternoons and early , the potential

for shared public use of these facilities would be , resulting in

greater impacts compared to the proposed project. 
project (requiring public access after school hours) may not be 

and therefor~ the loss of parkland and public 

unavoidable.

Transportation

Project-related transportation impacts would 
teachers , and staff, from the , and from 

hazards. Impacts to 

Ham Park site, because the development of a 
approximately 600 students would reduce trip generation at that location. 
arts-magnet school at the Civic Center would result in the generation of new vehicle trips at that

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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location. It is 
with a single parking structure that would serve both the art-magnet school and the 

with access from both Bullis Road and Ernestine 
access limitations, material 

impacts. In general, given the current low to 
Ciyic Center, development of the 
operational traffic impacts which could not be , including

installation of stop signs , turn lanes or 
would occur at two locations , instead of one for the proposed project, traffic impacts would be
slightly greater than the proposed project. 
would be similar to the proposed project, and less than significant. Potential pedestrian hazards
at the Civic Center 

intersections and at driveways to the school 

account for these issues, and impacts would be , similar to the proposed
project.

Relationship to Project Objectives

LInder this alternative, the District could relieve 
School; and expand 
development would occur at two sites, only one 
education programs, as a result, the other high school site would not offer 
facilities. 
(including the arts) could not be accommodated. Therefore, this alternative would not 
objective to offer a full range of 600
srudents on a contiguous site. Finally, 
of a new high school and result in , for which there is no
apparent source of funding. Therefore , this alternative would not meet the project objectives.

Comparison of Impacts of the Alternatives

Table 4- 1 provides a comparison of the post-mitigation project impacts with those 
the alternatives to the project, assuming that feasible mitigation measures would be implemented
for each alternative.

The following symbols are used in the tables:

SV = Significant and Unavoidable

SM = Significant, but may be reduced to less than significant with 

measures

LS = Less than Significant (no mitigation required)
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NI = No Impact would 

In addition to the symbols noted above , each impact conclusion is also annotated to denote how

the impact of the alternati\'e would compare to the alternatiye of the project:

(G) = Impact would be greater (or 

(L) = Impact would be less (or more Ea\'orable) than the proposed project

(E) = Impact would be equal (or 

Environmentally Superior Alternative

\n EIR e from among the range of

reasonable alternatiyes that are evaluated. CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(e)(2) states that if

the em'ironmentally superior alternative is the no project alternative , the EIR 
an environmemally superior alternative from among the other alternatives.

The proposed project is the , because it meets the project

objectives and incorporates mitigation 
possible.

Based upon the information presented in Table 4- , of the other alternatives considered, the No

Project Alternative would be environmentally superior alternative, because none of the impacts

of the proposed project would occur, including the potentially significant land use and recreation

impacts. Alternative 2 (Ham Park Site 
and recreation impacts of the proposed project, and would also result in potentially significam

aesthetic impacts due to the loss of open space 
within Ham Park) would fail to reduce or avoid the 
of the proposed project, and would 
Alternative 3 would 
biological resources; archaeological resources (construction); erosion (construction); hazardous
materials (construction), stormwater runoff 
(construction); population and housing; and recreation. Alternative 4 (Ham Park/Civic Center)
would result in 
substantial delays in the completion , and greater costs , for which there is

no apparent source of funding. Other impacts of would also be greater than the

proposed project: 

archaeological resources (construction); 

hazardous materials (construction); hydrology and water quality (construction and operation);
, noise (construction and operation); , other than the No

Project Alternative, the Proposed Project would be environmentally superior to the alternatives.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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II 5.0 CEQA-REQUIRED SECTIONS 

Growth-Inducing Impacts

Section 15126 of the 
proposed project could , population, or housing growth, either directly or

indirectly in the inducing impacts are caused by those

characreristics of a project that tend to foster or encourage population 
Inducements to growth 

opportunities in the service . sector 

lowering or remm-ing barriers to growth or by creating an amenity that attracts new population
or economic activity. The proposed project could result in growth-inducing impacts through the
creation of short-term employmenr opporrunities to dra\v newcomers to the 

The growth-inducing potential of a project would 
growth-inducing impact if the 

accommodate growth above and beyond the 

recommended by , a project's growth-inducing
potential does not automatically result in growth, whether it is a portion of projected growth or
actually exceeds projected 
controlled by the land use , which are determined by
the local politics in each jurisdiction.

Development of the proposed , construction related

employment opporrunities. The construction phases of the project would 
force due to the 

construction workers in the local work force, it is likely that these 
within the Los Angeles , given the , the

proposed project would not be considered 
perspectIve.

The proposed project consists of the construction of a school to 
600 students. Some long-term direct 

operation of the project, related to faculty and , similar to the 
workforce , it is likely that long-term school employees would come from 

County area. Therefore, given the availability of local workers , the proposed project would not
be considered growth inducing from a long-term employment perspective.

The proposed project is intended to provide additional capacity for currently enrolled 

the existing Lynwood High School and projected future students based on demographic trends.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR 5- t
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The existing Lynwood High School was 
but currendy enrolls approximately 4 300 students. It is er capaclty.

As existing middle school and , high school enrollment demand

will increase further. The proposed New High School would provide 600 stUdents

and would , by 

approximately 800 
accommodate enrollment 
elementary school as they reach 

Facilities Master Plan indicates that by the 2004/05 school year, the high school population will

be nearly 6 000 srudents. The existing high school, with a capacity of 4 300 , in combination with

the proposed high school, with a 600 would accommodate for this

demand. No 
project.

No 
proposed project would not result in population growth, stimulus to the 

senTices to a previously , the proposed project is not 

growth inducing. 

Summary of Cumulative Impacts

CEQA Guidelines require a 
proposed project in 
discussion of cumulative impacts for each environmental 
issue section (refer to Chapter 3).

Continued deyelopment in the 
impacts in the local 
Plans and zoning 
impacts in the sub-regional 

would contribute to 

The project-specific analysis concludes that 

mitigatIon measures, the 
unavoidable impacts on population arid housing.

Significant, Irreversible, Environmental Changes

Section 15126.2(c) of the 

irreversible environmental changes that would be caused by the proposed project:

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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L ses of nonrenewable resources dunng the 
irre\' ersible smce a large commItment of such 
unlikely. Pnmary unpacts. and parncularh' . secondary unpacts (such as lughwa\' unprovement
v:ruch provides access to a prevlOush' 

similar uses. .-\Iso, irreversible damage can result from envllonmental accidents 
the project. 

current consumption is justified.

The construction and implementation of the proposed project would 
energy, human resources , and building 
building materials would be commensurate with that of other projects 
none of these commodities are in shorr supply.

On-going maintenance of the project term commitment of 

resources in the form of narural gas, electricity, and water resources. Long-term impacts would

also result from an , and the associated 

enusslOns. This commitment of term obligation because
practically speaking, it is impossible to rerurn the land 

deyeloped. However, as established in section 3. 11 (public Sef\,ices and 
increased energy usage are not considered significant ad\' erse em,ironmental impacts.

In summary, implementation of the proposed project would involve the following 

enyironmental changes to existing natural resources:

Commitment of energy and water resources as a result of the operation and maintenance
of structures , parking lots and roadways

Alteration of the existing character of the site

5.4 Significant, Unavoidable Adverse Impacts

Section 15126.2(b) of the CEQA 
impacts that cannot be reduced to a less-than-significant level, even with the implementation of
feasible mitigation measures. The , unavoidable adverse impacts that
would result ' from implementation of the 
discussion of each of the impacts can be found in Chapter 3.0 (Environmental Analysis):

Land Cse

Impact LV. The 
confonnance with 

Zoning Code and 
setbacks, (2) building heights, and (3) loss of parkland.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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Recreation

Impact REC-l: The 
by 
opponunities for the residents of the City of Lynwood.

LUSD Proposed New High School EIR
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From: Lmwood Cnified School District
11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood, CA 90262

CJA ;' ;~~:dAl !L2D

ti:AY 2 5 200"

~'JS ~,

;\.

:;~~=3. 

Subject Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report

Pur.pose of 

The Lynwood Unified School District will 
impact report ("EIR") for the project identified below. We need to know the 
as to the scope and content of the 
statUtory responsibilities in connection 
has authority to issue permits or other take other actions related to the project, it will need to use the

EIR prepared by our agency when considering your permit or other approval 

The project description, location, and the 
attached materials. A copy of the Initial Study 

Due to the time limits , your response must be sent at the 

date bur not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.

Please send your response to Bertha del Rivero, Public Information Officer, at the 
above. We will need the name for a contact person in your 

Project Tide: 

Project Location: The 
Wright Road, City of Lynwood, Los Angeles County, California.

Project Description: The the District ) proposes to construct

a new high school for approximately 1 600 students on a site of approximately 14.8 acres in the City

of Lynwood, located at the comer of Martin Luther King Jr. 
existing Lynwood High School was 472 students, but

currently enrolls approximately 4 300 students (approximately 800 students over 

proposed new high school would relieve overcrowding at the existing high school by permitting the
reallocation of approximately 800 currently enrolled high school students to the new location, and

accommodate enrollment demand from students in 
reach high school age. No overall 
the proposed project. The 000 gross 
classrooms and academic uses, gymnasium and recreational facilities , and administrative and related

support space, inclucfu1g a multi-purpose activity center.

In order to provide a site of , including structures and

associated recreational space, the District 
twenty-seven residential parcels located immediately west of the park. 

10.2 acres and , a lighted 

barbecue braziers , basketball court, volleyball court, two meeting rooms (with an 

a children s play area. The , including

May 25, 2001



baseball, softball and dance , located at the southeast 

Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Wright Road, would be 
proJect.

The 
including classrooms and other educational facilities, recreational facilities such as playmg fields and
a gymnasium, and administrative and related support 
would be provided on the site, in a surface lor and parking 
provide approximately 8.1 acres of playing fidds, recreational facilities, and a " tot lot" play area, to
generally replace the existing landscaped and recreational space in Ham Memorial Park. 
is proposing to enter into a joint use agreement with the City to allow 
recreational facilities during appropriate times.

Probable Environmental Effects of the Proposed Project

As discussed in the attached Initial 
will include , but may not be limited to:

Aesthetics
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Geology and Soils

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning
Noise
Population and Housing
Public Services

Recreation
Transportation/Traffic
Utilities and Service Systems
Cumulative Impacts

Date: Signamre: 1Ud
For: 1:)(: 

,.".('.~ 

L. C#I:JfUI1, Se11/~

May 25 , 2001



Initial Study

1. Project Tide:

Lynwood High School/John Ham Park 

2. Lead Agency name and address:
Lynwood Unified School District

11321 Bullis Rd.
Lynwood, CA 90262

3. Contact person and phone number:
Bertha Del Rivero

Public Information Officer
(310) 886-1403

4. Project Location:

Comer of Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Wright Road, City of 
(Figure 1).

5. Project sponsor's name and address:
Lynwood Unified School District

11321 Bullis Rd.
Lynwood, CA 90262

6. General plan designation:

Open Space and Townhouse and Ouster Housing

7. Zoning:
1 and R-

8. Description of Project:

The Lynwood Unified School District proposes to construct a. new high school for approximately 1 600 students on a

14.8 acre site in the City of Lynwood, located at the comer of Martin Luther King Jr. 
(refer to Figures 1 and , as a result of the overall

population growth in the area. In addition, the existing ~ed with a 
for 3 472 stUdents, but currently enrolls approximately 4 300 stUdents (i. , approximately 800 students over 
As existing middle schoo! and elementary stUdents grow older, high school enrollment demand will 
The proposed new high school would relieve overcrowding at the existing high school and 
enrollment demand. No 
Construction would include approximately 162,000 gross square feet of classrooms , gymnasium, and administrative and
related support space, including a multi-purpose activity center (see Figure 3).

In order to provide a site of sufficient 
space, the District 
immediately west of the park, as shown on Figure 3. 2 acres and contains two parking
lots, a lighted , picnic areas with , basketball court, volleyball court, two
meeting rooms (with an enclosed patio), and a children s play area. The park accommodates a number of recreational
programs, including 
southeast comer of l\fartin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard and Wright Road (the Abbott Residence), would be relocated as
part of the proposed project.

\ \L-\ FILE\PRO.1ECTS\ 1051).,(1U o\L .\I.~' 23. 2001..da: - 1 - May 25 , 2001



The proposed project would include all the 
other educational facilines , recreauonal facilities such as playing fields and a gymnasium, and adrnirustram'e and related
support i\pproximarely 416 parking spaces would be provided on 
structure. The vith the City of L~'nwood to allow the use of rhe
reconfigured recreational facilities in the park by City residents at appropriate times.

9. Surrounding land uses and setting:

The sire is currently surrounded on the north, west, and south with residential uses , including single- family residences
and duplexes. Commercial and manufacturing righr Road.

10, Other public agencies whose approval is required:

Lynwood Unified School District is the Lead Agency for the proposed 
include, but are not limited to the City of 
California Department of Education, the California State Allocation Archi teet. 

\ \1.."' FILF.\PRQIECI"S\ I05IJ.1.III' b"1l.-00d :\I:":Ds\IS.XOP\IS-FIN..U. ~I~ :E. 3'1n..doc - 2- May 25 , 2001



ENVIROK:.IE:--;T-\L F.\CTORS POTENTLliLY .\FFECTED:

The envIronmental 

~ .

\esthetics

Biological Resources

r8J Hazards and Hazardous
l'.1aterials

N1ineral Resources

Public Services

Utilities / Service Systems

AgricultUre Resources

CultUral Resources

Hydrology / Water Quality

Air Qualin.

I:8J Geology / 

Land Use /Planning

Noise

~. 

Population / Housing

Transportation / Traffic

~datory 

On the basis of dus initial evaluation:

DETER1\lINATION (fo 

I find that the proposed project , and a

NEG_-\TIVE DECL-\RATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there 
be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by, or agreed to by, the
project proponent. .\ ;\ITI1G.\1ED NEGATIVE DECL\R.-\TION will 

I find 

ENVIRON~fE.~T_\L IMP ACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed potentially significant impact" or a "potentially significant
unless mitigated" impact on the enwonment, but at least one effect (1) has been 
earlier dOl.wnent pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation mf'.!sures
based on the \L IMPACT
REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a , because all

potentially significant effects (a) have \ mTE
DECL\R.\TION , and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that
earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECL\RATION , including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposedupon , orbing further 

Terri Vi/ar
For Dr. Harold L. Cebrun, Senior

Primed Name

'!.~

'~J ~~I

District Superintendent
Title

\ \L\ FILE\PROIECTS\ Id51).OO L\...-ood \iSD 1S-~NDs\IS.NOP\lS-FIN..U. 25. 3)OI.doc - 3 -
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POtmtlalh.
S.gruiic:mr

I mpacr

POtentially
SJgruricmt uniL~s

Mitigation
I ncorporared

Less Tn""
St~flCJ.J1t

imo:lcr :"n j~~:-"'J\

E\'. -\LL\ -\L IMPACTS:

1. AESTHETICS. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Discussion:

There are no scenic vistas in the , under favorable atmospheric conditions. there are limited and
distant views from and across portions 
become available at some locations on the project site, and those areas would continue to have limited 
mountains. Therefore, no net loss of scenic vistas would occur.

Substantially damage scenic resources , including, but not limited
, rrees , rock outcropplIlgs, and historic buildings within a state

scenic highway?

Discussion:

(gJ

The site is 
There are mature , existing matUre trees would be
preserved within the southern portion of the existing , many, if not all, of the matUre trees may
be removed. The Abbott Residence would be rdocated within the site.

Subsrantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of

the site and its surroundings?

Discussion:

The demolition of , removal of mature trees, and introduction of new structures would 
the existing visual character, from landscaped parkland and single-family and duplex residences to a high school
with buildings, recreational facilities , playing fidds and 1 acres of the site
would remain as landscaped and recreational space, which is similar to existing conditions. The proposed project
would not substantially degrade the existing visual 

Create a new source of substanriallight or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Discussion:
cgJ

Night lighting around the school buildings and the 
increase the ambient light levels on portions , as portions of the site are currently lighted 
night, the provision of new sources of light would not result in the introduction 
or glare. The 
surfaces and therefore would not serve . as a 

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES In determining whether

impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation
and Site .\ssessment Model (1997) prepared by the CalifOml'l Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to use in 

agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

\ \L\ FILE\PROIECTS\ Il151)-tl.l l\1I"''OOd L'SO IS-M:--':Ds\IS-~OP\J:;'FI:"I:.\J. :'1...lS. ~)I..Qoc - 7- May 25, 2001



Convert Prime Farmland, unique Farmland, or Fannland of

Statewide Importance 
prepared pursuant the Farmland Mapping and Monitonng
Program of the California 
use?

Dimwion:

Porrnnollv
Potrnri:illy Slgrurlcanr urness L.ss Th3r.

Signiricant Ming:.tlon SlgrufiC:lnr

Imp3cr lncorpor:lted ImD3ct :-;" lmpac:

The site is currently occupied by parkland and single-family residences. No farmland would be removed as a result

of the proposed project. No further 

Conflict , or a Williamson

:\ct contract?

Discussion:

r8J

The site is currently occupied by parkland and single- family residences, and is not zoned for , nor

covered by a Williamson Act contract. 

Involve other changes in the existing environment 
their location or natUre, could result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use?

Discussion:

r8J

The site for development of the high school would not result in the conversion of any farmland to non-agricultural
uses. No further environmental 

III. AIR OUALlTY. Where available, the 

established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution
control 
determinations. Would the project:

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable airqualiry plan? 
Discussion:

Regional planning effons to improve air 
vehicles and minimize emissions from stationary sources. The South Coast Air 
(SCAQMD) is the agency principally responsible for comprehensive air pollution control in 
Air Basin. The Air 
projections , with which the project is compatible, including air quality control measures , such as transit use and

carpooling, that are to be implemented by local jurisdictions. The project would provide 
proposed site plan includes a designated.drop-off zone for buses and vehicles. The project would be consistent
with regional air quality management efforts to minimize vehicle trips. .

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation?

Diwmion:

r8J

Project emissions would result from consttUction and operation of the school. 

screening criteria published in the 1993 SCAQMD CEQA 

\ \L.~ FILJ::::\PRo.IECTS\ 1t1;,1 o\L .\I.a\' !S. 2001.cIor: - 8- May 25, 2001



POt~ntU11v

SI!!'1l 

Impact

P Ot~n tJ,u h.

's1!Z"J 

M'IJg:tlJon

lncorpor:ned

Lcs:, Th~.

Sl~1"f1.1 rtClfH

impJct ""u Imr'JC

significant air quality impacts associated with operarion . the

potential impacts is considered potentially significant. The EIR 
will, to the extent feasible , identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-anainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (mcluding
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

Discussion:

See response under Item III 

potentially significant. The EIR will provide an analysis of the potential impact and will, to the extent feasible
, identify

mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

rgJ

Discussion:

For the purposes of this Initial 
provide an analysis of the potential impact and will, to the , idenrify 

lffipact.

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

rgJ

Discussion:

Construcrion acriviries associated with the 
, and operation

would cause motor vehicle 
odors that would affect the adjacent land uses.

As menrioned under Impact III(d), the 
warehousing. These activities typically are not , the proposed project

would not be affected by existing objectionable odors. 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES . Would the project:

Have a 

habitat modifications, on any species 
sensitive, or special statUS species in local or regional plans
policies, or regulations, or by the California 
and Game or C.S. Fish and Wlldlife Service?

\\L.\ t-lLE\PROIECTS\ 1I~:;1:\-4."1 b...."OOd LISD 1S-:\I:"\Dt\I~~OP\IS-FIN.'\L ~8\. 23. 2I."'1.df..c. - 9- May 25 , 2001



Potential'"
$igru iican t

Impact

Potenoaliv
S.gruiiont unless

~hogatlon
Incorpor:ltcd

Les; Th~"
S1~ricJn(

lmpac 'olmp.::c

DiICUJjiOTT:

The City of 
eliminated through urban encroachment. The proposed site is in an 
single-family residences and turf-covered 
typically found in residential areas in Southern California due to the urbanized character of the site and surrounding
area. These may , lizards, opossums , and 
mammals , such as skunks and raccoons. On-site trees may provide nesting 
No candidate, sensitive, or special status species are 
immediate vicinity. Therefore, no substantial adverse effects would occur. The 
birds will be addressed in the EIR.

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural commw1ity identified in local or regional plans
policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Game or L'S Fish and Wildlife Service? 
DiICUIIioTT:

rgJ

The proposed site is currently occupied by single-family residences and turf-covered parkland, and does not

contain any riparian areas or natural communities. 

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands
as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (mcluding, but
not limited to , marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

DircusrioTT:

The proposed site has been modified from historic times and is family residences and

turf-covered parkland and does not contain any wetlands. 

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife 
resident or migratory wildlife 
native wildlife nursery sites?

DiICUJjioTT:

The site is in an family residences and parkland. Therefore

none of these 
migratory wildlife corridors or native wildlife nursery sites are present on the 

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

DiICUIIioTT:

The City of Lynwood has no adopted ordinances or policies related to tree preservation or 
Therefore, development of the project would not conflict with any adopted ordinances. No further environmental
analysis is necessary.
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Conflicr with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan. l'arural Commurury Conservanon Plan , or other approved
local, reglOnal, or stare habitat conservation plan?

Dismssiorr:

POlCT1u,lh.

POI~nnalh' Si~1Hic:IDr unless Less ThJn
S'gruiicnr :'\t.Dpuon ~Jcrul lCJnt

Imp,ct ! ncorpor:l!eJ Impoc \.ll J 

The proposed site is not , Narural 
Plan. or other approved local, regional., or state habitat conservation plan. 
necessary.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the projecr:

Cause a 

historical resource as defined in ~15064.

Discussiorr:

(SJ

The proposed site includes the Abbott Residence, which was reportedly built in , while possibly moved
from an earlier location, is documented as having existed on its current site since 
the American four-square 
Register of Historic Places. For the purposes 
significant. The EIR will , identify

mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

Cause a 

archaeological resource pursuant to ~15064.

Discussiorr:

A records , located at

California State University, Fullerton. It revealed that a 

conducted within a O. mile radius of the stUdy area. No , either prehistoric or historic, were
documented by the earlier investigations within that radius. 
of the previous 

investigations at the site. No historical or prehistoric cultural material 

The presence, extent, and significance of subsurface archaeological deposits within the area proposed 
development is not known at this time. Given the age of the historic Abbott Residence, and its function as an
active farmstead, there is a reasonable probability that wells, privies, trash deposits, structural foundation remains
or other featUres 

considered potentially significant. The EIR will provide an , to the extent
feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the impacL

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or
site unique geologic feature?

Discussiorr:

(SJ

There are no known or suspected unique paleontological 

DistUrb any human remains, including those interred outside of
formal cemereries?
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PotrnlJ~ll\"
S.grur.c:tnt

Imp~ct

Pmenuali\"
Si/!fUftc:lnt unless

Mmf"luon
I ncorpor:lted

Less Tn;l!1
~l!tfUI:Clnt

Imoac: "" ImrJC:

DiscussiOfr.

There are no known or suspected , for the purposes of 

the potential impact is considered potentially significant. The EIR will provide an 
and will, to the extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project

Expose people or 

effects, including the risk ofloss , injury, or death involving:

RuptUre of a known earthquake fault, as 
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of 
California Division of Mines and Geology Spec. Pub. 42)

Discussion:

The proposed site is not located within a 
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps issued by the 
includes the Newporr-Inglewood fault and the Whitter-Elsinore fault. The precise 
known due to alluvial soil cover on the surface, although the Newporr-Inglewood fault is approximately 5 miles to

the west and the Whittier-Elsinore faUlt 5 miles to the east. Both of these 
producing an earthquake with an intensity of 7.5 on the Richter scale, and provide the potential for strong seismic

ground shaking on the site. 
, including current seismic design standards

would minimize the 
environmental analysis is necessary.

ii) Strong seismic 

Discussion:

Refer to item VI, i) above.

iii) Seismic-related , including liquefaction?

Discussion:

According to the Official Maps of , the proposed site is

located within an area where liquefaction has , or where local, 

conditions indicate the potential for pennanent ground induced ground

shaking. These conditions are identified throughout the City. For the purposes of this Initial 
impact is considered potentially significant. . 
tile extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

iv) Landslides? rg)
Discussion:

The proposed site is generally flat, and therefore there is little or 
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b) Result 

Potenualh.
PotenuaJlv Sigruric:mt unl~s Less Th~n
S'groiic::m! Mmg:1uon .sl~iic:1nt

Imp~c! Incorpot:l!ed Impact :"0 imr'1.1C:

Dim/ssion:

The proposed site is relatively flat. Development 
and minimal grading, followed by construction of buildings and landscaping of open spaces. Construction 
would temporarily increase soil exposure to wind and water erosion. 
acres in size, the proposed project is subject to the provisions of the 
Pennit adopted by the State Water 
retain. and implement at the construction site a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
site, the , runoff water 

implementation of approved local plans, control of post-construction sediment 
maintenance responsibilities, and non-stormwater management controls. Potential impacts associated with erosion
during construction will be addressed in .the ErR. For the purposes of 
considered potentially significant. The , to the extent
feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

c) Be located on a , or that would
become Wlstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?

Dzscussion:

As discussed above under 
Because of the 8 acres), the potential for variable soil conditions exists, and therefore the

potential for , which could result in 

purposes of this Initial 
analysis of the potential impact and will, to the extent feasible, identify 

d) Be , as defined in Table 18- B of the
Unifonn Building Code 
property?

Discussion:

According to soil samples taken during the Limited Phase II Environmental 
project site consist of silty sands, sandy silts and sands. These soils are not , the
EIR will assess the potential for related impacts.

Have soils incapable of 
tanks or alternative waste water disposal 
are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

Discussion:

No septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal 
further environmental analysis 
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VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS . Would

the proJect:

Create a significant 
through the , use, or disposal of hazardous

materials?

DiscussioTr.

Potenri:Uiv
SignifiClnt

Impact

Porenuallv
SigrurIcanr unJess

:\lmg:lOon
locorporatec ~o impJc

Les~ l-nan
~lpu tlcJ.n 

Imnocr

Hazardous materials would be limited to those 
Some hazardous wastes could be generated in the demolition 
the site, including asbestos-containing materials or lead-based paints. The EIR 
exposure of constrUction workers or the general public to 
Initial Srody, the potential impact is considered potentially 
potential impact and will, to the extent feasiple, identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

Create a significant 
through reasonably 
involving the 
environment?

DiscussioTr.

See discussion under (a), above. Potential impacts related 
project site will be addressed in the 
potentially significant. The EIR will provide an 

, to the extent feasible

identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

Emit 
hazardous material, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile

of an existing or proposed school?

DiscussioTr.

The proposed site is within a quarter mile of the Will 
High School. For the purposes of this Initial 
EIR will provide an analysis of the potential impact and will, to the extent feasible

, identify mitigation measures to

avoid the impact.

Be located on a site which is 
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government 
65962.5 and , as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

DiscussioTr.

The proposed site is not listed in any federal, state or local database of known sites related to any hazardous wastes
or other environmental concerns, and there are no known sources of contamination onsite. However

, the potential

exists for limited onsite contamination due to the current and historic uses of the 
analysis of the potenlliU health , incorporating the 

completed in compliance with the 

(DTSC). For the purposes of this Initial 
will provide an analysis of the potenlliU impact and will, to the 

, identify mitigation measures to avoid

the impact.
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For a project located wnrun an :urporr land , where
such a plan has nor been adopted, withm two miles of a 
aupon or 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

Discussioff:

Potcnua!i,
PorenuaJlv SlgTUric::mt unic:s$ Los; TnJr.

Slgrut'C:lI!t i\IltIl!:1uon .:'1~nHlcJJi~

Impact Incorporated ImpaG 'd irr.i'.

lS1

The proposed site is not , or within 
use airporr. No funher 

For a project within the vicinity of a private 
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

Discussioff:

r8J

The proposed site is not located in the vicinity of a private airport. 

.. 

Impair implementarion of or 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuarion plan?

Discussioff:

rgJ

Development of the high school would not interfere with the adopted 
Lynwood, which designates Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., immediatdy north of the proposed site, as an evacuation

roure. The development of , which may 
modification of the existing adopted emergency response plan. Potential impacts 

Expose people or strUctures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildbnds are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed

with wildlands?

DiscussiOff:

rg)

The proposed site is located in an urban area that is not subject to wildland flres. No further environmental
analysis is necessary.

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER DUALITY. Would the
project:

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

Discussioff:

Construction of the proposed project would result in , which could expose soils to erosion from
wind and rain. For the purposes of this Initial 
EIR will provide an , to the extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to

avoid the impact.

The proposed project would use domestic water 
into the local sanitary sewer 
entering the local storm drain system. For the purposes of this Initial 
potentially significant. The EIR will provide an 
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identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

Substantially deplete groundwater 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be
a net 

groundwater table level (e.g. , the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a 

existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been
granted?

DisCUSiiOf1:

Potc~fltJalh-

Potentlal1-- S.gruiicanr unless Le~s Tr.Jr.
Sigruiicant MltlgatlOTl Sl~'TUlic:Ll1:

Impact I ncorpor:ltcd ImpaG \.:d I mrJC

(gJ

Construction of the project , no substantial excavation 

The depth to , the nearest

groundwater well to the project site is approximately 1/4-rnile west of the site, near the intersection of Linden Street
and W'alnur Avenue. 
86 feet below the , no impacts to groundwater
would result from the proposed project. The potential impacts will 

Substantially alter the existing drainage panern of the site 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river
in a manner which would result in 
on- or off-site?

DisCUSiiorr:

rgJ

The flow to the adjacent 

proposed project would modify these local , there would not be a 
in impervious surfaces and the future runoff is expected to be equivalent to 
buildings and the parking structure would be collected and conveyed to the storm drain 
runoff from the flow across the playing 

Therefore, runoff from the proposed project would not increase 
impacts will be addressed in the EIR.

Substantially alter the existing drainage panem 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river
or substantially increase the rate or amount or surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Discussiorr:

rgJ

Please see the discussion under (c), above. , to the
extent feasible, identify mitigarion measures to avoid the impact.

Create or 

capacity of existing or planned stonnwater 
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

Discussiorr:

rgJ

As discussed under item (c) and (d) above, potential impacts from connection to the local storm drain 
be addressed in the EIR.
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Otherwise substantially degrade water quality

Discussio1T:

Potcnu.lh
POtenu:llh. ~1~If;Cmr unjes~ L6" TnID

Slgruiic.nt :'.hug:lDOn SI~r ICJnt
Impact Incorporatcd Imp"cr \:l) imPJc

(gJ

No impacts to water quality other than those discussed 
necessarY.

Place housing widUn a l00-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard BOWldary or Flood Insurance Rate ~lap or
other flood hazard delineation map?

Discussio1T:

No housing would be developed as part of the proposed project. 

Place widUn a lOO-year flood hazard area structures which would
impede or redirect flood flows?

Discussio1T:

The proposed site is located within an area that was formerly 
Agency as being within a 100-year flood plain. This designation was recently 
Rating Map, Community Panel Number 060635 002 C, Panel 2 of 2, updated July 6, 1998) to zone .AR, which is an
area of special flood hazard due to the ongoing 
provide a 100-year or greater level of flood protection. , along Martin Luther
King Jr. Drive, remains within the "AH" zone, which designates that due to the lower 
relation to the surrounding land), ponding may occur at depths of between 1 and 3 feet during year flood.
The potential impacts will be addressed in the 
considered potentially significant. The tent
feasible, identify miti~tion measures to avoid the impact.

Expose people or structUres to a significant risk of loss , iniury or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the

failure of a levee or dam?

Discussi01T:

As discussed above, ponding to a depth of year flood at some portions of the
project site (located along Martin Luther King, Jr. threatening, but it could
cause property damage and interruption of school 
For the purposes of this Initial 
provide an analysis of the potential impact and will, to the extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the
IJ11pact.

. ,

InWldation by seiche, tsuriarni, or mud flow?

rgJ
Discussion:

The proposed site is located in the City of Lynwood, and is approximately 15 miles east of the Pacific Ocean. 
proposed site is not in close proximity to any other body of water or in an area that could be subject to a mud 
There is no potential for impacts related to seiches, tsunamis or mudflows. No further 
necessary.
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IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

Physically divide an established community?

Discussion:

Porenuallv
Porcnually Sigruiic:l11t unless Les~ TItan

Slgruiic:l11t "hU~::HJon ::;lgTUticant

Impact Incorpor:lted I mpac: ~,' Impc:

rg)

The proposed development of a high school would result in the 
occupied by 45 dwelling units and reconfiguration of an existing park. The proposed project. on 14. 8 acres , would

generally replace the existing landscaped recreational space, would not require modification of 

and would not , the potential impacts will be

addressed in the EIR.

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of
an agency with jurisdiction over the project 
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of 

mitigating an environmental effect?

Di.Jcussion:

rg)

The Land Use Policy Map for the City of Lynwood (dated June 12, 1990), assigns three land use designations to the

proposed site: 1) the existing John Ham Memorial Park is 
Luther King Jr. Blvd. , Duncan Avenue, Walnut Drive and the park is 
housing; and 3) the area 
Map for the , dated September, 1994, designates the park as the "RI" zone 
residential) and the R2"(residential tWo family). 
compatibility of the proposed project with the City s plans and development standards.

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
communiry conservation plan?

Discussion:

The City of Lynwood has not adopted an habitat 
adopted plans that cover the proposed site. No further environmental 

X. MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project:

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

Di.Jcussion:

There are no known or suspected , which is located in an urbanized

area that is not currently subject to mineral exploration or 
necessary.

Result in the loss of imponant mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific

plan, or other land use plan?

Discussion:

There are no known or suspected , which is located in an urbanized

area that is not currently subject to mineral exploration or 
necessary.
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XI. NOISE : Would the project result in:

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance
or applicable standards of other agencies?

Discussion:

PormuaJlv
Sigruiic:mr

Im,,~cr

Porennallv
Sigruric:lJ1t uniess

\tltlpuon
Incorpor:Hcd

Lcs; Tnar.

SU~Tl.1I1c::tn :

im!".lC: \.n jn~r.;.~

The project site is within a quaner-mile of the 1-710 (Long Beach 105 (Century Freeway).
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Wright Road are local thoroughfares that are 
north and east of the project site 
proximity to the light industries east of the site or 
impacts from adjacent activities on sensitive receptors at the school site. , proposed school operations
would potentially increase noise levels in the surrounding area. For the purposes 
impact is considered potentially significant. The EIR will provide an 

, to

the extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

Exposure of persons to or generation of 
vibration or groundbome noise levels?

Dismssion:
Construction of the proposed school would not require pile driving or other construction techniques 
excessive off-site groundbome noise or 
excessive sources of groundbome noise 

A substantial pennanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project viciniry above levels existing without the project?

Discussion:

Operation of typical building 
site, and activity of stUdents around the school and the play fields may 
Potential noise impacts will be analyzed in the 

-\ substantial temporary or periodic 
levels in the project vicinity 
project?

Dismssion:

Project construction would require the use of , installation of
utilities, paving, and building 
generators, and other sources of noise. Construction noise, while of relatively short duration, can generate peak
noise levels of up to 80-90 dBA at distances of 50 feet from th~ noise source. 
existing residences approximately 100 feet north, south, and west of the project 
this Initial 
potential impact and will, to the extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project 
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Dismssion:
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Por~tially
SlgtUlicanr

lmpacr

Por~tJ:illy
Sl~ricanr uniess

~lItJg:II:)Qn

Incorpor:ued

Less Than
SlgrIlrican:

Impacr ~() Imf!JC

The proposed site is not located within an airport land , or within 
use airport. No further 

For a project wirhin the vicini~' of a 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Discussiorr.

l8J

The proposed site is not located in the vicinity of a private airport. 

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either 
(e.g., by proposing new homes and 
through extensions of roads or other infrastructure)?

Discussiorr.

The proposed development of the high school would relieve overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High School
which was designed for 3 473 300 students (800 students over
capacity). The enrollment 600 students , which would pennit
reallocation of approximately 800 
directly result in a substantial increase in the total number 
District. Instead, the proposed new high school 
plus accommodate approximately 800 additional stUdents, as necessary to serve projected growth. However, the
EIR will address potential impacts on population and housing from the project.

b) 
the construction of replacemenr housing elsewhere?

Discussiorr.

(g1

The proposed project would displace 27 tiii parcels that are currently occupied by 45 dwelling 
This would reduce the overall supply of housing in the area. The potential impacts will be 

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussiorr.

r8J

As discussed above under item (b), the proposed project 
provide housing for 4S households. The potential 
prepare a relocation plan to evaluate the present circumstances housing requirements of households. 

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) Would 

governmental facilities, need for new or , the construction of which could 
significant envirorunental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable , response times or other perfonDance

objectives for any of the public services:
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Fire prorecnon

PotemJJ.ih
Potmual!\" SlgtutlCant unH:S:; Lc::-o:-; 

SI~fic3m ~hug:!uon :'l~'T'UIIC:l:~:

Jrnp3ct I ncorpor:aeJ im~;.lC1 \.1' i:r:~.l~:

Discussion:

The project is served by Los 
site is located within the 5 minute response time of this station. There are 
at this station. and city-wide, 9 firefighters on duty at all times. The proposed proJect would nor 
the ratio of 
facilities. However, the potential impacts will be addressed in the ErR.

Police Protection?

Discussiofr.

The Lynwood Cnified School District Security Department has primary 
services to all schools in the district. 

the proposed new high school. The proposed project is intended to relieve overcrowding at the existing
Lynwood High School, and to enroll existing students enrolled in middle and 
District, the proposed project would not increase total 
City of , via the CentUry 

approximately 4 miles to the east of the proposed school site at 
impacts will be addressed in the ErR

Schools?

Dis,'Ussiofr.

The proposed new high school would 
school demand based on 
projected growth. No 
project. The potential impacts will 

Parks?

DisCII.fsiofr.

The City of Lynwood contains 46.1 acres of open space area, the largest of which is contained in the 32-
acre City park. The City 
comprised of 10.2 acres of parkland. The loss of the park land and the 
the park would reduce parkland and recreational opportunities for the residents of the City of 
To address this sitUation, the District 

Lynwood to allow 
purposes of this Initial 
provide an analysis of the potenti;li impact and will, to the extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to
avoid the impact. 

Other public facilities?

DisC1lssiofr.

The proposed project would not affect 
necessary.

\\L\ FllF..\PRqIECTS\II)S1).Ol) L~_ood L:SD I$.MNDI\IS-NOP\IS-FIN;\l. Ma\"!S. ~"'I. doc - 21 - May 25, 2001



., . '

XIY. RECREATION . Would the project:

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood, and

regional parks or other 

physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

Discussiorr.

POlenualh.
Pou:ncaJll" SlgruhCaI1t unjess Less Tnan
S!~r-'cant MiUg:1con Slgrul 1C::J.n~

Impacl Incotpor:lled Im!Jac~ \'\) im~.lL:

(gJ

Use of recreational facilities due to their dual function as school and after-hours play areas could accelerate 

deterioration of the facility. The potential impacts will be 

Does the 
construcnon or expansion of 

have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Discussion: 

(gJ

Development of the proposed project would 
playing fields , a multi-purpose activity center, a site for relocation of the Abbott Residence, and a play area with

appropriate play equipment. The 
facilities. The potential impacts will be addressed in the EIR.

xv. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (ie. , result in

a substantial increase in either the nwnher , the

volwne to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections?

Discussiorr.

(?SJ

The proposed project would be 
Boulevard on the north, Wright Ro'td on the east, Cortland Avenue on the south , and Louise and Duncan Avenues

on the west. School 
, project-generated

traffic may adversely impact the roadway netWork, as well 
the project stte. For the 
The EIR will , identify mitigation

measures to avoid the impact.

Exceed, either individually or cwnulatively, 
standard 
agency for designated roads or highways?

Discussiorr.

Refer to the discussion above under XV a.

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

Discussiorr.

. ~

(?SJ

The proposed project would not result in any changes in air 
necessary.
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Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp

curves or dangerous intersections) or Incompatible uses?

Disl7Issiorr.

PotcntloUv
Potemioll~. Sl~iicant unless Less Thar.

Slgniiiconr \Im!('ltlon S1!!T'U 1ClIH

Impoc! Incorpor:l!eJ Im!'.lC: 'I) Jm~..ic

The preliminary site plan for the proposed project provides for location of parking and 
to Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. , which would not require any 
intersection of that street with Wright Road Therefore, development of the 
increase hazards due to design 

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Dimmiorr.

The preliminary site plan for the proposed project provides for location 
Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., which would not , or the

intersection of that street with Wright Road Therefore, the proposed project would not 

emergency access, either to the site, or the surrounding area. However. the potential impacts will be addressed in

the ElR.

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

Discussiorr.

The proposed project would provide grade lot and one parking
structure. The EIR will 

Conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative
transportation (e.g. , bus turnouts , bicycle racks)?

Disl7lssiorr.

The proposed site plan 
Martin Luther King, Jr. 
260) and the Lynwood Trolley (Line B), four 
connecting service to the Metro Green Line via the station at Long Beach Boulevard. , bicycle parking

would also be provided on the site, to accommodate students and sraff, as well as area residents that would use the

recreaciona~ facili~es. The 
transportatIon.

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE . Would the

Project:

Exceed wastewater treaanent reyuirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

Ducussiorr.

rg)

Wastewater generated by the proposed high school would be discharged into the local 
operated by the City of 
Angeles County Sanitation Department, and wastewater is then treated at the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant

OWPCP) in Carson. 
approximately 325 mgd, and is in compliance with applicable regulations. 
however, the EIR will analyze the potencial impacts related to wastewater discharge.
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Require or result Ul the consrruction of new water or wastewater
treatment , the

construcnon of which could cause 

effects?

Discussion:

PmcncaJl\"

PmenwJl\" S'gt1JIIC:IJU unless Les:, Tn.ln

Slgrutlcanr \11tJI:'1non SI~'n.11 1C:m ~

Impact I ncorror.lted Impac '0 iTn:--.

The proposed project is intended to relieve overcrowding at the existing high school and to 
stUdents that are currently enrolled in middle and elementary schools in the LCSD. 
Lynwood is treated at the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant in Carson. 
gallons per day (mgd). The plant currently 
of additional wastewater from the proposed project. 
determine if this would be adequate to meet the needs of the proposed project.

Require or result in the consrruction of new stann water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the consrruction of

which could cause significant environmental effects?

Discussion:

Refer to Item VIII.d above for a discussion of stormwater 
to storm water facilities.

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or 
entitlements needed?

Discussion:

Approximately 80 percent of water in the 
, and the remaining 20

percent is supplied by a private service provider. 
proposed project is intended to 
stUdents that are currently enrolled in middle and elementary schools in the LCSD. 
enrollment would result from the proposed project. Further, as the existing uses on the site (a park and residences)

currently consume water, the construction of a the 
The proposed impacts related to demand for water will be 

Result in a determination by the 
which serves or may 
capacity to serve the project s projected demand in addition to
the provider s existing commitments?

Discussion:

As discussed above, wastewater from the project area is 
Carson. The 
approximately 325 mgd. Therefore, adequate capacity 

, as

the proposed project is intended to relieve overcrowding at the existing high school and to 
stUdents that are currently enrolled in middle and 

, no 

wastewater generation is expected as a result of the proposed project.
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Be served by a landfill 
accommodate the project s solid waste disposal needs?

Discussion:

PorenuaJh.
Porenaally Sigruiic:l1'It uniess U:S::'. TrlJr.

Slgruiicant MlUg:mon Slgrur 1C:Jn( 

ImpacI I ncorpor:llcd i r.lp:J.G \:n im;'Jc

Construction of the proposed project, including demolition of existing 
waste. -\s discussed in Item VII.b above, asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paints would be disposed of
in accordance with applicable regulations. hazardous construction debris would be either disposed of in
a Class III landfill, or disposed of in a 
proposed project may result in an , although no 
anticipated. The potential impacts will be analyzed 

landfills.

Comply with federal, state, and local 
related to solid waste?

Discussion:

C8J

The project would comply with all rdevant statutes and 
solid waste generation would be addressed in the EIR.

:h'VII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Does the project have the potential to degrade the 
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
sustaining levels, threaten to 
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or prehistory?

Discussion:

The proposed project site is located within an urban and devdoped 
would be affected by proposed project implcment2tion. As such, significant impacts with regard to this resources
are not expected to occur. However, relocation of the Abbott 
impacts. The potential impacts upon the historical 
EIR. For the purposes of this Initial 
provide an analysis of the potential impact and will, to the extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the
unpact.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cwnulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means
that the incremental effects of a project are considenble when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the t:ffects

of other clJIent projects, and the 
projects.

Discussion:

The proposed project could , probable and reasonably 
projects occurring within the City of Lynwood and the adjacent communities, including projects proposed by the
Lynwood Unified School District. 
projects in Lynwood and the adjacent communities may result in , these potential impacts will be

addressed in the EIR. 

significant. The EIR will , to the extent feasible, identify
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?OtmaaUy
Significant

Impact

Potmualh
S.gruiic:ult unless

!\htlg:mon
Incorpo!':lred

Le" Th:m

::;1!-.'TUrlcJ.:1!

Impac: ,,-,, Imrac:

mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

Does the project 
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

r8J

DzjclIssiorr.

The proposed project would potentially result in adverse effects to air . geology and soils
hazards and hazardous materials , hydrology in water quality, land use and planning, noise, population and housing,
police protection, recreation, transportation, and utilities , as described above. For the purposes of this Initial 
the potential impact is considered potentially significant. The EIR will provide an 
and will, to the extent feasible, identify mitigation measures to avoid the impact.

. .
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STATE OF Cf\LIF01!.NTII

... ~.., 

i:.

,--

~. c...':4t'

Governor s Office of 

State Clearinghouse
GTClY DaVl~

(",

C)'iER-NO!

Sreve 
mUD on

Notice of 

May 29 2001

To: Reviewing Ag~cies

Re: Lyowood High School/lohn Ham Park Site
SCJi~ 2001051139

Anached for your revaew IDd comment is 1he Noace 
Park Site draft Environmr:ntallmpact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope aDd content of the NOP, focusing on specific

information wilhin 30 daw of receint of the NOP from the 

This is I 
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice IJId express their 
environmental rc:MCW JXO"S8.

Pleue direct your commentS to:

BeT'" Del :an-e...
Lyuwood UnlOed Sehool District
11321 BuDis RDM
Lynwood, CA 90161

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office ofPIumiDg :and Research. 
n(\P-d 

If you have auy questions about the eD\"g.,&Dt4tIl documau review process. please caD the SlUe Clearinghouse at

(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely, 

fZ.~
ProjeCt Analyst. StalCClcariDabowe

Anacbmcnt9
cc: Lead Agatt::y

14(1(1 o. BOX)044 lfOllNI.I\ 9531'1-304..

9~6-""5-06n FAI on.cA.CoV/CUAUNCHOl1S~. r:rTMl



flfi-I l:l:tI.L ~l tlbtl..:!:.!t:J:I UU'"U.U...U 
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCHI 2001051139
Project nae 

LIIMi Agency lynwood Unified School Distnct

Type

Descrlptlon

NOP Notice 

The Lynwood Unlhed SchOOl District proposes to construcl a new 600

students on a 14.8 acre site in the C;ty of l.ynwood , located at the comer of Martin Luther King Jr.

Boulevard and Wright Road (refer to figures 1 and 2). The District Is 
students , as a result of the overall population growth in the area. In addition . the existing Lynwood

High School was onglnally deSIgned with a capacity for 3.472 students but currently enrolls

approximately 4 300 students 'i.e., approximately 800 students over capacity). As extlstlng middle

school and elementary students grow older. high school enrollment demand will increase further. The

proposed new high school would relieve overcrowding at the existing high school and accommodate
the projected enrollment demand. No 
the porposed project. Construction would include 000 gross square feet of

classrooms , gymnasium, and administrative and related suppeR space, including a multi-purpose
activity center ,see figure 3).

Lead Agency Contact
Name 

Agency 
Phon. 
.",.;1

Address 11321 Bullis Road

City Lynwood

Project Location
COI1ft1y Los Angeles

City Lynwood
RegfDn

em.. 511ft" Comer 
Part81 No.
Townah#p

Fex

Sf8f8 CA ZIp 90262

Ran". Section s...

Proximity to: .
Highways

A/rp(Nta
Rill,.".,.

WllfelWap
Schools

und Uat Open Space and Townhouse and Ouster Housing
R-1 and R-

Project #l;5W. . 
Watar Ouality; Noise: Recreation/Parks: Air Quality; Geologic/Seismic; land use; Population/Housing
Balance: Traffic/Circulation 

Revlewlnrl
Agencies

Re90UrceS Agency; Department of Conservation; Office of Historic Preservation: Depar".ment of Parks

and Rec:reation: Department of Fish and Game, Region 5: Native AmeriCan Herttage Commission;

State Lands Commission: Callrans, District 7: California Highway Patrol: Integrated Waste
Uanagement Board: Department of 
Region 4

5,." of RevIew 0512912001 End of R8vi8w o.re Ree8fved 

Note: Blanks 
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STA'TF OF CAUFORN\A Grav 0....1& 

NA TIVE 

915 CAPiTOl MALL. ROOM 

SACRAW:NTO. CA 95814

fe1e) 853--4082

(918) 857-5390 - Fax

June 7. 2001

Berha Del Rivero
Lynwood United School District
11321 Bulb road
Lynwood, CA 90282

RE; SCH#2001051139 - lynwood High SchooIfJohn Ham 

Dear Ms. Del Rivero:

The Native Amel1can Heritage Commission has reviewed tile above mentioned NOP. To adequatety
assess tile projed-felated impad on archaeological 
be required:

Contad the Native American Heritage ComrrDIiOP for.
. A 
. A 

!he Itdg8tion 11'Ie8SUf8S.
Provisions for Bcddenta& discovery of archeological 

Lack of sulface evidence of archeological resources doea not preclude the existence of .rcheological

resOUn:8S. 
resources during constnIction per Calfomia Environmental Quaity Ad (CEQA) 515064.5 (I).

.I Provistons for cl8ccwery of Native American human remains
He"'" and Safety Code S70S0.5, 

mlnd8t8s the pracess to be 
location other1h8n a dediad8d cemetery and sho~tcrtie indudelt in al'.1'OnrMnIB1 documents.

If you have any questiOM. please contact me .. (918) 

Sinc:erelr ,

_u..~ ~_

Rob Wood
Associate Governmental Program Analyst

CC: State Clearinghouse
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South Coast
Air Quality 

8III!If.. 
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ZOOO' Mtp:I(www.aqmd.

J- I. 

MI. Benb8 Del Rivero
Public InfanuIicm Officer
l.,)'Dwaod 
11321 BuI1iI R.o8d
Lyewood. CA 90262

Dear MI. Del 

Nodee .1 
LnwacMI1I"_h 

-n.c South .......pmaat DiIIrict ty to
eGI'1"'- OD 1be 8bove.r-llli--.j The AQMD'

---....,.

8I'e I8CGIIImcnlr--
tqpII'dins the 8DI1yJis of potaIIiaI air q18Iity impIcta &am 1b8 P"~ D prujcct sboukI be

inctuded iD the Draft EDvinmmc:araI 

AIr 
The AQMD ..jJ1184 it. c.tifamta EIM- QuIIity Mt (ceQA.) Air Quality 

H81~k io

1993 to public qmcies willi Ibe 
of air 

I'KOmrncacts that 1be JI8D lit! ... "Jidacto

-- 

prq8mI i1I air quality

anaIyIil. CopieI of'tIIe 
HID6aak 8Ie a\I8iIIbItI SubKriptiaa Services

by caJliD8 (909) 
~3720.

The: Lead pOI88IW IIdvene air qaItity impICIIlhat 
all phaa of 1M 
t'mm both conIInXtiaD ... 

.......

1bouId h8 CCIIIIidered. CaIIItructioD-nla1ed 8ir 

ifIII8CU typicaIJy 

""'

&om Ibe.. 

from JI8diDI. archillKa-.J COIItin8s. oft'-f'D8d 
(e.... ....,-duty eqaipIDIIII) aDd 
vehicle vi.., mat8ri81 U88pIIIft OpeRliolw'e Iatect 8ir quIIity Jn8Y include, but are

not Iimi.... to, cmts8cms ftam ~C8rY

..... 

c:oAtiap). md I.. GEt- 8IId 

quaI~ .mp8Ctl 8IftU8II M"" veAiC1lllr V'ips
Ihould be ineIud8d ill the evaIu8Iioa Ala ..-Iy~ of all tDIdc Iir c:GII8IIIilllDt 
cIeconuniIIiaaDag or De 
i8dudcd
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MI. 88rIM Del Rivero JIIM I . 2001

MIti-d- M--....
Ia die waJl8CfI.. CEQA requires thlt
II. r8Uible nritiption 
at e1imin18e .yi&at

.... 

with idaltifYlla.
pDIIihJe 
QualIty H8ndbook 

.......

. Addi1iaaa1ly. AQMD' , Rule 403
- FqitM: Dust, and 1mpIemenIa~- H8Ddboot 
COIIIhCtia-ldaled OM~ tb8c IbouId 
otherwi.e required PunnI8m to 4 (aX 1)(D). any Unpectl
resultiq fnNn 

..... SolI,..
AQMD ruleIlDd available by caI1in& die AQMD'
Paltlic InformItiOIl Center 81 (909) 396.2039. 
Public 1IIfom8ti.. , World Wide Web 

lhr.ttr./1wwW 

.",)

The AQMD I. wiUinI to work with Ibe Lead AJeItcY to 
identified. nalU118d.. PIeu8 

TI8IIIpOIIarioD Spec...ist, CEQA 
this ......

SiJIcereIy .

S~S~
SIne Smilb, Ph.D.

Pro..- Sgpem... 
Pluuaine, Rule IkYelopneat and Area Sources

SS:CB:1i

lACD I05J 1-0 t 
C8InII Nu8IIa
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~ATE OF CAUfORNIA-BUSINESS, crtAAy DAVIS. GOHrftO'

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT 
omCE OF 
DISTRICT 7, lGRICEQA. I- IOC

120 SO. SPRING ST.
LOS ANGELES, CA 900 
TEL: (213) 897-6696 ATSS: 8- 647-6696
FAJ(: (213) 897-6317

fitJune 11 2001

IGRlCEQA cslOI0616
NOP
City ofLyuwood
L)mIIOOd High SdlooJ/Jobn Ham Parle Site
Martin l.uther Kine Jr. BlvdJWright Rd.
Vie. LA.-710-16.

2001051139
Ms. Bcrhc Del Rivero

Lynwood Unified School District
11321 Bullis Rd.
Lynwood, CA 90262

Dear Ms. Del Rivero:

Thllllk you far including Caltrans in the 
Based on the infunnarim received, we have Ibe following c:onunents:

A tJaffic .9IUdy will be needed to evaluate 1IIe project', overall impIct an the State tnnspcnatiDn syuem
inc1udmg Interstate 710 (LoogBeach 
hew.y onloff 

Assumptioos U9cd to develop 

"...-')~

:md assignments.

An analysis of ADT, AM and PM peak hour 
c:mditions. This should 

Ex:i$ling traffic volumes
Existing JeveJ-of-service (LOS) calculations
Fuue traffic 
Cumulati~ 

Any mitiptioo mtaslftS proposed to 
the following:

rmancing
Schcduting considc:ratioos
JmpJcmcntariDD 

We ROOIDmend the use of 

proposed school site. AU applicable 
oonsidtntioos for transport of students 

If you bave any questions regll'ding our , 8Dd

please do not hesitJlte to contact me 81 (2 

Sinca"elr,

::---- -(~~~ -

STEPHEN BUSWEU-
IGRlCEQA Program 

cc:: Mr. Scott Morgllll, State 
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Fax: (323) 726-7241

~. ~ ~-~'"

fIlM CMP.A' ~ a ... ........

J1ID8 27~ 2001

Ms. I.ony Hcmpc. Assistant City MamsarCity ofLynWDOd 
11330 Bullis Rd.L~ 
Dear M&.. Hmnpc:

PROPOSED HAM 

The Cmmty 
of an BuvimDmBDtal Impact Review. wbich is ill tbc )Jl'OCC8. wilt tab
thirty cIa~ to 

MI. Hempo. based 
is my dewmiftHlon that 1!Ie praposed 

requirements:

Water Flow
Fire Dqwtrncm Acces5
Fire ProtectiGD Systc:ma. auch as 

Ia IdditioD. m ev-h..ncm ofth8 iDcn:ae fire dip.. bu.cII& I8ipaDIe level to 
emarpacy iDcfda1t ~ucte4.

Should )'OII1I!qu:iJ8ay IIdditiDDll mr~aa. or ifl C8I1 .&si~
he to 

SiDcae1y,

IJRCIAGA, 
~~ BUBEAUI,D1VISIONVI

1B:eq

8EJMNCI 1M! 

ADDUUoHU.I IIWIII.Wt HIMICIIINi LA'" 
NnESIA C"""I/II IIWDIIDIIR 

'''''' 

c...-. IUII8I81DNftIIM \,j1.0C&

....... 

81&D111N...... C88I!Q8 

........ 

8QL. CU-_.ft'

...... ....... 

MIl...
m4-- GDI- U*IIa 

""'

tOM' SM-e8lU.PI.aIIIIat 

ZU--:I ZODnOO. IIZ-.I. 

r-.....x. ... 

feel

IIIIIML IIU.
IOU'ft4ICL IIIQIJ1&~.-e~cmr-.JT
wurMIIU.'nIaDD

..-.-.-....--

8:01 



City of TXNWOOD
Cit~ uUeetin9 ChaQQenges

~~i
ALL.~MUIC. 'In

11330 BULLIS ROAD

L YNWOOD , CALIFORNIA 90262

(310) 603-0220

I - .. - - .
~ l' 

111

June 27, 2001

" . - ...

Lynwood Unified School District Board Members
C/O Bertha del Rivero, 
Public Information Officer
Lynwood Unified School District
11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood, CA 90262

:1 ..

~ ~ ,,-

RE: Notice of Preparation of a Draft 
Proposed High School at John Ham 

Dear Ms. Rivero and School Board Members:

The 
opportunity to review the Notice of 

Impact Report for the Proposed 
the need for new schools to accommodate 

The City Council and their staff is , safety and welfare
of approximately 70 000 residents 
District' s desire to pursue 
potentially adverse impact can be reduced to a 
has a number of concerns with the 
the Initial Study. , concerns and comments
responsible City representatives have. , the City requests that the
~rhn01 District schedule scoping meeting(s) to ident!fy 
the Environmental Impact Report.

Plannina

The State Department of 129
students for the 2000-2001 School year. This consists of 1,271 Freshmen,

169 Sophomores, 988 Juniors and 710 
the Initial 300 is 
reduce the need from 800 students to 629 students.



The Initial Study indicates t~ct the 
joint use agreement 
history "appropriate times" for the City use of facilities has resulted in "
times that are appropriate." The 

A.greement provides for , times and 
(he City and its 
can not 
measures be 

date (Kings County 
CaLApp.3d 692 727-728 (270CaI.Rptr.650). If the 
Agreement as a 
Agreement must be executed by both parties prior to the project approval.

The proposed project will 
Use and 

existing City of 

Code. 
the Zoning Code by the City.

The proposed project will 
because the proposed 

increase in ambient noise 
without the project.

The 
Population and 
from the existing housing market a~d there is no 
needs as established by 
legislation the City may even be fined $i OOO per 
the District removes. 
over 900 new 
Allocation (RHNA) Plan established by the Southern California 
of Governments (SCAG). The 
much needed housing stock.

The proposed project will 
Protection because in ' Los 
Sheriff' s Department is the 
incidents at 

respond to the proposed 

Sheriff is currently born by the 
would be a separate contract between the Sheriff and the District.



The 
Recreation because the piOposed project 
acres of 

that that space can 
General Plan of the City 
within the 
acres. Even 

useable open space within the 
69,000 persons there are only 1.4 acres of open space per 1 000 persons.
The recommended standard is 4 acres per 1 000 persons, which means
that the Oty of 
additional 180 acres of useable open space. Appropriate mitigation would
be for the 
alternate location.

Under the 
examine the Centers of Excellence" as proposed by the

City. This 

through construction of "Centers of Excellence.

The 
learn;ng community, 2) , community and

higher education, and 3) 
dispersal of students would have a beneficial impact on traffic and public
services and may be the superior environmental 

The small learning community would include: academy 
4 years, a team of teacher manage~s,- limited voluntary enrollment, and a
family 
counselor support and have other courses and 
academy.

The 
component would 
parental involvement and support, business and community 
role models, field trips, job , workplace

internships, and community . would also 
articulation with post secondary education establishments.

The college preparation program would include 
classes, broadly defined career classes, contextual, applied integrated
curriculum and common teacher planning time. 
include project based 
articulation.



The City would assist the 
sites, support the 
mitigation of any 
believes that the Center 
traffic and 
broader area. The concept 

more students.

Examples of academies that have been 

the following:

Hoover High School
Advance Research and Technology (Fresno/Clovis)
Culinary Academy (Paso Robles)
Technology Academy (Beaumont)
Technology and Hospitality (Pomona)
New Media (Los Angeles)
Concert Production (Los Angeles)

Junior Police (Los Angeles)
Human Services (Los Angeles)
Graphic Arts/Multi-Media (Compton)

CommunitY DeveloDment

10)

11)

The 
provide information to the general 

phone Facilities

Master Plan." School 
the City of Lynwood offices.

Pursuant to the Lynwood , the 
for the following:

General Plan Amendment
Conditional Use Permit
Environmental Assessment

The zoning applications would be subject to 
Planning Commission and City 
hearings.



14)

15)

16)

17)

12) The project 
source of 

nighttime views in the area. , installing

new impervious surfaces and more
lighting. An appropriate 

plan identifying light 
away from 

13) The 
objectionable odors 
Construction of the 

according to School 

construction 
properties in the 

created , implemented and monitored.

The project 
of the Uniform 

property. An 

specifically identifies soil type and compaction statistics.

The project 
or area, or substantially increase the rate or 

manner that site. 
buildings and 
patterns and 
measure would be 
additional impervious surfaces and runoff quantities entering City 
basins and storm drains.

The 
activities and use of a 
storm drains. An 

Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation 
State Regional Water 
Best Management 
storm drains.

. 'r

The project 
noise in the 
project. A 
generating additional 
a noise surveyor 
term during 



20)

21)

18) The 
feature or incompatible use. An rreaSL.;:-e wouid be

a detailed traffic 
analysis should focus on the 

Boulevard and Wright Road as well as residential intersections.

19) The project may result in inadequate emergency access. 
mitigation measure would be to identify .emergency 
into all areas of the proposed high 

The 
affect 
would be for the 
potentially significant impacts and cumulative impacts of all proposed new
schools, school expansions and 
the Ham Park tier" EIR for future
projects.

What would be the effect of 
the deed restriction with 
the park 

should prove a written determination to the City Attorney.

Parks 

22)

"')."

~.J 

24)

If Ham 
community center properties with equal facilities, more than 30% of the
City' s recreational activities will likely be lost. 
the City of , sports

fields and community centers. With the 
center there would 
conducted at this site.

Potential loss of the historical Ham 

NRPA Park Acreage Recommendation 
Association is a 

Professionals in the field. This 

effort to set standards and 1. 000 residents. So, for 
city the size of the 
acres of park facilities/Open Space land.



25)

26)

27)

28)

The City of 000
residents (Census 20CO).A. B. C. 
The , so according to

NRPA the City 
the 700 acres it is , the

present time.
With the , the City would then drop
from 6% to a bit over 3% of the recommended space.

If the , there will be 
playgrounds for the general 

students due to security , citizens who live in
the area of Ham 
Amigos Community Park for space or 
readily available in their 

critically acute during the m. to 3:00 p.

Will property be bought 

Where will Ham Park be relocated?

Summer Day Camp that operates m. to
6:00 p. m. from mid June 
number of 
Center as well as the community 

Lynwood Youth Center cannot adequately 
Camp Program as well as its 
youth be housed if 

Public Works DeDartment

;0'

- - 

Traffic Circulation/T..rgffJc Conoesti2D..;.

The 
problems on Martin Luther 
main entrances to the 

fact that s major 

volume of traffic onto the 
and that the roadway width , which on
accommodates one parking 
Street widening may be necessary.



. . , ~.

33)

34)

35)

30) Close proximity to the 710 ie2:

The proposed 
feet from the en- ramp to

the 710 Freeway and 

on Wright Road. 
Boulevard, are truck routes, this situation would expose 
a lot of truck traffic.

31) Parking on adiacent local streets:

Since the proposed school is a high school , it is anticipated that a number
of students will drive to 
onto adjacent 

Flood Area:

The northwest portion of Ham Park is located in the lOO-year flood zone.
If the proposed n the flood zone, they have
to comply with the City's Flood Ordinance.

Traffic Sianal Installation:

Because of the 

Avenue, the proposed 

MLK Boulevard and 
necess3ry ct the intersection of Duncan Avenue and 

Impact on street pavement and utilities:

The increase of vehicular traffic will likely result 
more frequent 
increased use of water and sewer may require 
facilities to meet demand.

Sugqested Safest Routes to Schools 

The proposed 
Routes to Schools Map and construction of required improvements.



Los AnQeles CountY Sherjf7

36) 
would have an 

incorrect statement and that the 
significant in the following ways:

Parking demands would require increased enforcement based on
parking demands at the other Lynwood Unified 

Traffic would be impacted for both vehicular and pedestrian. 
area is in an industrial area and the 
ff ramp of a major freeway.

Demands for law enforcement , based on

the enormous demands 
patrol deputies and the 
already 
Unified School District.

The local surrounding residential and 
impacted by traffic. These streets were , in

circa 1921, to 
vehicular demands. 
these streets impossible.

Thank you for the 
looks forward to Environmental Impact 

participating in "scoping meetings.

If you have any questions or 
0220 , Ext. 200.

Sincerely, , i

~~~_ , , ,".

;1 
.i k'

:"'~/~'

L.~'

Ralph W . D~vi~ III c~nager
City of L 

cc: Lynwood City Council
Lynwood Planning Commission
Andrea Hooper, City Clerk
Lorry Hempe, Assistant City Manager
Joseph Wang, Public Works Director



Louis Morales, Planning & Redevs!vpment Man2ger
Grant Taylor, Senior Planner
Jim Given , Park & Recreation Director
Jeremy March , Deputy City Attorney
Lieutenant Michael Herek, Los Angeles County Sheriff
Michael Wagner, Planning Consultant
Greg Norman , Norman & Norman Associates
Larry Lasnik, Wong & Suarez
Mark Horne, EIP Associates
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California Environmental
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July 19, 2001

Mr. Bema Del Rivero
Lynwood Unified School District
11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood. CA 90262

RE: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE LYNWOOD HIGH SCHOOL/JOHN HAM PARK SITE, SCH No. 2001051139

Dear Mr. Del Rivero:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) for a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the above
mentioned Project.

Based on the review of the document, the DTSC comments are as follows:

1) The Draft EIR needs to identify and determine whether current or 
Project site have resuhed in any release of hazardous wastes/substances at the Project
area.

2) The Draft EIR needs to 
proposed Project area. For all identified sites, the Draft 
conditions at the site pose a threat to human health or the environment.

3) The Draft EIR should 
and/or remediation for any site that may require remediation , and which government
agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

4) If , soil contamination is suspected, construction in
the area should stop and appropriate Health and Safety procedures should be
implemented. If it is determined that 
identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted, and which
government agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.



Mr. Del Rivero
July 19 , 2001
Page 2
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DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA)
preparation and cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP).
Also. in the near future, DTSC will be administering the $85 million Urban Cleanup Loan
Program (UCLP), which will provide low-interest loans to investigate and cleanup
hazardous materials at properties where redevelopment is likely to have a beneficial
impact to a community. The program is composed of two 
interest loans of up to $100 000 to conduct preliminary endangerment assessments of
underutilizec:l properties: 5 million for the cleanup or removal of
hazardous materials also at underutilized urban properties. These loans are available
to developers, businesses, schools, and local govemments.

For additional information on the VCP or UCLP please visit DTSC's web site at
www.dtsc.ca.gov. If 
contact Arman Moheban, Project Manager. at (818) 551-2834 or me at (818) 551-2877.

Sincerely,

Unit Chief
Southern California Cleanup Operations - Glendale Office

cc: Governor s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse

O. Box 3044
Sacramento. California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief
Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CECA Tracking Center
Department of Toxic Substances Control

O. Box 806
Sacramento, California 95812-0806

.. 
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0 INTRODUCTION

Greenwood and Associates has conducted an Historical Resources Impact Assessment for a
proposed school development project on the present location of John D. Ham Memorial Park in the
City of Lynwood, California. This document 
project on 
information contained in this report is 
Negative Declaration (IS/MND) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
municipal enactments. The City of Lynwood 
that potential project impacts can be than-significant level, and that an

Environmental Impact Report is not required.

Project Description

The City of Lynwood and the Lynwood Unified School District (LUSD) have proposed construction
of a new high school on a site currently occupied by John D. Ham Memorial Park and 27 adjacent
single-family homes, near the City of Lynwood's eastern limits. The park 
boundaries the Haymer T. Abbott Residence. located at 11555 W right Road. 
believed to be one of the oldest residences in Lynwood. and the City has expressed its intention
to preserve it. The 
structure to the general vicinity of Walnut and 
reconfigured open space. Land around the relocation site 
students d!Jring school hours and. would remain available as park space during non-school hours.
The relocation site is approximately 600 feet from the house s current location.

Report Objectives and Approach

The objectives of the present study include:

Documentation of the history of the project site within the regional context, a site-specific
history, and the Construction history of the existing buildings;

An evaluation of the historical and architectural significance of the Abbott Residence. Ham
Memorial Park, adjacent residences scheduled for project related demolition , and other

cultural resources that may be affected by the school project;

Presentation of project-specific mitigation measures and recommendations.

Investigations, which 
environment, color photography, archival research, informant interviews. and a review of local.
state, and national listings of historic sites, were conducted by Dana N. 
February 2001. Reference materials and information were gathered from the Lynwood Library, the
Los Angeles Central Public Library. the Califomia State University, Fullerton, South Central Coastal
Archaeological Information Center. and also from the Young Research Library at UCLA. Records
of the County Assessor and other sources were also consulted.

Historical Resources Impact Assessment
John D. Ham Memorial Pari( School Development Project

Greenwood and Associates
March 2001



Record Search Results

A records search was conducted by Greenwood and Associates at the South Central 
Archaeological Information Center, located at California State University, Fullerton. It revealed that
a total of six cultural resource studies have previously been conducted within a D.5-mile radius 
the study area. No 
earlier investigations within that radius. The current project area was not included within any of the
previous cultural resource studies, and the Abbott 
systematic surveyor individually 

There are no National Register listed properties recorded within D. 5-mile of the project area, nor
were any California of Historical Interest, or locally
designated historic landmarks identified by the records search.

Exposed areas of ground surface were inspected during field 
historical or prehistoric cultural material was observed.

0 EXISTING 

Physical Setting

John D. Ham Mernorial Park and the adjacent neighborhood that comprise the project area are
located in the eastern reaches of the City of Lynwood, in central Los Angeles County (Figure 1).
Situated northwest of the 710 (Long Beach) Freeway/105 (Glen Anderson) Freeway interchange
and two blocks (0. 20 rni) west of the Los Angeles River, the area is depicted on the USGS 7.
Minute series South Gate topographic map (Figure 2). 2-acre City
owned property bounded on the north by Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard, and by Wright Road
on the east side. Bounding the park 
fronting on Louise Avenue form the western park boundary. The park exists in a fully 
environment of mixed single-family residential and light industrial development. Houses on the east
side of Louise Avenue between Cortland and Walnut Avenues are included in the project area, as
are residences along the north side of Walnut and the south side of 
Boulevard, between the park and Duncan Avenue. 
typically dates to the 
concentrated along the east side of Wright Road, and dates to the 1940s through the 1980s.

Regional Historical Setting

The history of the project area and environs was researched to determine general themes 
of land

use and development which would provide a frame of reference for identifying and evaluating
historic properties, establishing their relative significance, and applying the criteria for listing in the
state and federal registers.

The project area is situated within the historic boundaries of Rancho San Antonio. One of the
earliest concessions granted by the Spanish crown, the 29,513-acre rancho was bestowed upon

Historical Resources Impact Assessment
John D. Ham Memorial Park School Development Project
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Antonio Maria Lugo in 1810. Lugo, the son of a soldier and early explorer of the region . served as

alcalde (mayor) of the Pueblo de Los Angeles from 1816 to 
adjoined the pueblo on the southeast and extended southward as far as present day Compton
encompassed much of what is now south Los Angeles, Vernon, Huntington Park, South Gate and
Lynwood. Don 
tallow, and later amassed a fortune selling cattle to feed the hordes of new American arrivals during
the Gold Rush (Cleland 1941:19; Cowan 1977:14).

The character of the project area changed little with the transition from Mexican to American rule.
Cattle ranching continued to be the primary economic pursuit on the flat and dusty plains south 

Los Angeles through the of the
project area remained the rutted dirt road connecting the city to the port of San Pedro Bay to the
south.

With the American takeover of California in 1848, the ensuing Gold Rush, and ultimate statehood
in 1850, . the pace of settlement in the region expanded rapidly, as did commerce. 
1860s, local businessmen , led by freight company operator Phineas Banning, were pushing for
construction of a railroad to speed freight and passengers between the port and the growing city.
Completed in 1869, the Los Angeles and San Pedro Railroad was the first rail line in southem
California. Its tracks extended from San Pedro s wharves to Los Angeles, following the path of the
old San Pedro Road (Alameda Street), along the western boundary 

of the future Lynwood.

After Antonio Lugo s death in 1860, Rancho San Antonio was divided among his eight children.
The area encompassing the present City of Lynwood was inherited by Guadalupe Lugo, who was
soon forced to sell the land to settle tax debts. 
during the 1870s, and by the early 1880s much of present day Lynwood was in the hands 

prominent Los Angeles banker and s holdings were

acquired in 1885 by Charles H. Sessions and business partners Amelia and Harvey Bigelow, whom
Sessions bought out in 1891.

The railroad brought change to the open country south of Los Angeles as the former ranch lands
were steadily divided into farm lots and new settlements began to dot the landscape. The vicinity
of the current project area remained open farm land with only scattered residences until around the
turn of the twentieth century. Dairying was a primary pursuit, and area farmers also grew abundant
crops of hay and alfalfa. Later, sugar beets were a major crop. The area suffered chronic lack 

water for irrigation, in spite of the nearby presence of the Los Angeles River. The river's flow, by
the time it reached the southern reaches of Los Angeles, was adequate to water only those
properties nearest it, which were also subject to periodic flooding (Dissard et al. 1995:8).

The first families to settle the Lynwood area arrived in the late 1870s and earty 1880s. By 1890,
Charles Sessions had established a dairy at what is now Sanborn and Long Beach 
which he named "Lynwood Dairy and ' Southern Pacific Railway

established the "Lynwood siding" near the dairy, and the name was eventually adopted by the
community that grew there. s Santa Ana

line, completed in 1905.

In 1913, Sessions and six other area businessmen formed the Lynwood Company, with plans to
open up 800 acres for 'suburban ' home sites. The major selling point for lot buyers was free water,
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supplied by the Company operated system. Residential lots were 
promoters promised to turn over the entire debt-free water system to any city that might be formed
(Willard 1971 :48-55).

The onset of World War I brought the development of , and in 1918 the
Lynwood Company closed its sales office. s building served as the first city hall
when voters approved incorporation on July 16,1921. Lynwood's population grew slowly during the
1920s and the Depression years of the1930s, picking up dramatically in the years immediately
preceding World War II as port activity increased and major 
nearby. Many war workers built s expansion continued during
the post-war housing boom. Today, Lynwood remains one of the fastest growing communities 
southern California, with a population of over 70,000.

Project Specific History

In discussing the earty settlement of the Lynwood area, Willard states, "The Abbott family was

among the first settlers, and Haymer Abbott built a house in 1889 still standing today, on the comer
of Wright Road and Century Boulevard, in Ham Memorial Park" (Willard 1971 
on the Abbott Residence by a local chapter of the Daughters of the American Revolution in 1956
reads, "House built by T.H. Abbott on Old Lariat Rancho of the Spanish Nieto 
information was uncovered in the course of these investigations to support the contention that the
house was moved to its present location. This structure stands, as far as is known, on its original
site.

Neither a County nor a City of Lynwood original building permit exists for the Abbott 
1889 date of construction presented by Willard would make it the oldest house in Lynwood, and
architectural elements observed in the course of project fieldwork would appear to support this
construction date. Records establish that the house was occupied by John Newton Abbott 
John Abbott and his wife, Jane Palmer Abbott, for whom the Jane P. Abbott Elementary School in
Lynwood was named, later moved to nearby Compton. 
the Compton City Schools Board of Education and President of the Parent Teachers Association
and also managed a local dairy. Abbott Road on the northern side of 
the family (Anon. n. :1).

The eastern reaches of the City of Lynwood, including the current project area, were not part of
original City incorporation, and most of the section east of Atlantic Avenue remained under the
County' s aegis until annexation by the City in the 1950s. Prone to flooding because of its proximity
to the Los Angeles River, this bottomland supported dairy herds and small farms into the post-
Wortd 

A USGS topographic map surveyed in 1893-1894 depicts the emerging community of Lynwood
centered on the intersection of Lynwood Road and the San Pedro Branch of the Southern Pacific
Railroad, well west of the project area (Figure 3). 
had a road on the current alignment of Martin Luther King, Jr. 
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scattered buildings indicated on the map is a structure believed to be the Abbott residence. near
the intersection of these two roads. A small 
is shown a short distance west of the building.

Figure 3. Project location shown on 1896 USGS map.

By the time of the 1936 USGS map, the City of Lynwood had been largely.developed, although the
current project area 
boundary. 
devastating flood in 1914, and the now regular, leveed riverbanks are much closer to the subject
property, although virtually no development had occurred between the Wright Road and the river.
Near the comer of Wright Road and what was by then 
depicted. The building nearer the intersection is presumably 
south is believed to be a barn known to have stood on the property. Immediately 

structures a large north-south trending depression is indicated, probabty the remains of the former
drainage. The eastward advance of 
would have occupied the western half of the current park. No houses are 
adjacent streets, corresponding with the findings of research into the history of this neighborhood,
which indicates that the earliest houses were built ca. 1939.

The linear depression on the west side of the current Ham Memorial Park property is also depicted
on the 1949 USGS map of the area, and a substantial amount of filling must have been required
to establish the park in its present 
buildings at the southwest comer of the Wright 
industrial development, which commenced around the time of World War It, is indicated between
Wright Road and the river, east of the project area.

There were attempts to annex the sparsely populated land east of Atlantic Boulevard and extending
to river in 1946. but the plan was vigorously opposed by county officials and residents of the area,
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who believed that annexation would bring higher taxes and diminishment 
of their property righ:s.

To enhance their position. county supervisors authorized the purchase 
of a parcel of land at the

comer of Wright Road and Century Boulevard, where they proposed development 
of a park for

local county residents. Years passed, the surrounding area became increasingly 
the parcel remained undeveloped. Finally, 

to the

City of Lynwood with the proviso that it should be made into a park. The surrounding area was
annexed soon thereafter (Willard 1971:114).

First established as Lugo Park, the park property remained largely unimproved for more than a
decade following its transfer from the county. In June 1963, a development 
presented and ultimately adopted. The improved park was renamed in honor 

of John D. Ham , a

Lynwood businessman and former 
1971 :280; Hooper 2001, 

In the fall of 1954, a local women s group joined with Lynwood school students to form the Lynwood

Allied Art Association. Its organizers first investigated a barn on the park 
use, but when ' it 

The Art Association successfully petitioned for use 
of the house and, with City backing, repairs

were made to make it habitable. The Association was 
windows, repairing floors, installing a bathroom and plumbing, and painting and decorating the
house. In 
into a large one for art classes. Service clubs 
Garden Bee" was held to finance beautification of the property. A silver tea in March 1956 marked

the house s opening and a historical plaque 
Revolution chapter was unveiled (Willard 1971:197; Anon. n. :1).

Lynwood Arts Association projects raised money through the years to maintain and update the
Abbott residence. The house 

that it was in need of $10,000 in repairs to bring it up to code. of the Arts Assn. objected

strenuously, and prevailed upon the City Council to make the 
Through the sale of donated paintings the necessary funds were raised. To save the building, it
was necessary to seal off the upper story and cover its windows; this area has remained unused
since that time. In May 
was used by the Lynwood Arts Association for studio space through the 19705. It has been vacant
for much of the last 20 years (Anon. n. :1; Willard 1971:195-199).

Architectural Features

The Haymer T. Abbott Residence

The Abbot house is an example 
of the American Four-Square residential form, reported to have

been built in 1889 (Figure 4). It is half story wood frame structure, nearly square

in plan , with a full width front porch and a single story rear wing. The 
enclosed porch and it currently 

in-place

concrete foundation, the house is clad with horizontal shiplap wood siding and sheltered by a
hipped roof with slopes that flare at the eaves. Oriented 

, the
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Fi9'R 4. Abbott Residence, east and 

symmetrical three-bay principal facade features a central entrance flanked by oversized 
The paired upper story windows are aligned with those of the lower 
centered in the roof slope vertically aligned with the front entrance. , windows

and doors are enframed with wide unembellished board trim, and all windows have been 
with plywood. 
discerned. The front entrance currently has a slab-type 

Fenestration in the north elevation of the Abbott residence Is restrided to a two story bay window
at the west end of the wall. Windows in the south elevation 
end of the wall, with the exception of a
single window that
corresponds with an interior 
There is a single original window in the
upper story of the rear elevation. The
hipped roof rear wing is finished with
stucco and has 
framed windows and a slab-type door. . u 

j~ 

The front porch has a wood ~rt;; ~(;r
dad roof and a modem conaete deck. ,:'

':' " : . . ~/."

One of the four 

~ .

.::1::

support the porch roof is 
missing. The pyramidal principal roof
displays broad overhanging eaves and
is also clad with vefY deteriorated

wooden shingles. The 
" o

' '. . .

u. 
the boxed eaves are embellished with 
scrolled false-rafters.
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Alterations to the Abbott residence include a rear addition, replacement of windows and doors. and
replacement of the original porch deck with one of concrete. The house also suffers the effects
of deferred maintenance, such as deteriorated siding, roof shingles and roof framing.

Additional Residential Structures

In addition to the Abbott residence, the proposed of 27 residential
structures located to the west of Ham Memorial Park. County Assessor's records 
maps indicate that residential development along Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Century Boulevard), and Louise, Walnut, and Cortland Avenues in the vicinity of Ham Memorial
Park commenced in the 1930s and continued through the 1950s. The houses are typically single-
story builder vernacular forms, some of which display Craftsman and Ranch-style elements. The
general level of architectural/stylistic integrity of the residences within the project area is low, and
in most cases extensive alteration has occurred, including inappropriate 
replacement of original windows, and room additions.

As with the residences adjacent to the proposed project, the industrial buildings located to the east
of Wright Road represent development over the past 60 years. The oldest 
World War II era and other were erected as recently as the 1970s.

0 CRITERIA FOR HISTORIC EVALUATION

Historical significance may be determined at the national, 
building to qualify for listing in the National , or as a 
significant property, it must meet one of the 
architectural integrity to continue to evoke the sense of place and time with which it is historically
associated. Criteria to qualify for these 
potential to meet these criteria, are discussed below.

National Register of Historic Places

The of Historic Places (National Register) is the official of properties
recognized for their significance and deemed worthy of preservation. The 
Criteria for Evaluation offer Man authoritative guide to be used by 
governments, private groups, and 

citizens to identify the nation's cultural resources and to indicate
what properties should be considered for protection from destruction or impairment" (NPS 1998).
As established by the National Historic of 1966, to be listed in the 
Register, or MdeterminedeligibleM for 

significance. Qualities of significance may be found in aspects of American history, architecture
(interpreted in the broadest sense to include landscape architecture and planning), archaeology,
engineering, and culture. A property is eligible for the 
or more of the following criteria:
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It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of our history; or

It is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or possess high artistic values, or represents a significant
and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

It has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

To be eligible, qualities of integrity must also be evident in the resource, measured by the degree
to which it retains its 
association. In general, the resource of age to be considered for the National
Register, but there are exceptions and overriding considerations to the criteria.

listing in the National Register does 
not in and of itself provide protection of an historic resource.

The primary effect of National Register listing for the owners of historic buildings is the availability

of financial and tax incentives. In addition, for projects that receive 
process must be completed. State and local 
in, or eligible for, the National Register. For example, demolition or of 

National Register eligible structure may be subject to CECA.

The criteria for eligibility to the National Register 
of Historic Places have been employed as a model

for the California Register of Historical Resources (California Register), as well as many local
preservation ordinances, and provide the highest standard for 
historical resources. While resource may still be considered historically significant local 

state level if it does not meet the National Register criteria, 
one that does is clearly significant.

California Register of Historical Resources

In 1992, the California legislature established the California Register 
of Historical Resources. The

California Register is used as a guide by state and local agencies, private groups, and citizens to
identify the state s historical resources and to indicate what properties are to be protected, to the
extent prudent and feasible, from 
instituted by the California Public Resources Code (PRC), automatically includes all California
properties already listed in the 
(Categories 1 and 2 in the State Inventory 

of Historical Resources), as well as specific listings 

State Historical Landmarks and State Points of Historical Interest. The California Register may
also include various other types of historical resources which meet the criteria for 
including:

Individual historic resources.

Resources that contribute to an historic district.
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Resources identified as significant in historic resource surveys.

Resources with a significance rating of Category 3 through Category 5 in the State
Inventory (Categories 3 and 4 refer to potential eligibility to the National Register; Category
5 indicates a property with local significance).

A property must meet at least one of the following criteria to be eligible for inclusion in the Califomia
Register:

1. It 
of California s history and cultural heritage;

2. of persons important in our past;

3. It of type, period, region, or 

construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high
artistic values; or

4. 

City of Lynwood Historic Designations

The City of Lynwood General Plan does not currently include provisions for City designation 

historical properties.

EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE

Below is an evaluation of the Abbott residence in terms of the criteria for evaluation outlined above.

The building s eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places and the California Register 

Historical Resources is considered. In 
the property must be eligible for at least one 

of these designation programs.

National Register of Historic Places

Abbott Residence

The Abbott residence is associated with the early settlement 
of the Lynwood area in the post-

rancho era, as the vast plains to the south 
of the City of Los Angeles were gradually divided into

farm plots and small settlements arose along major routes and near the recently completed rail
lines. The Abbott family were prominent farmers and educators for whom a road in 
named. The Abbott house of Lynwood.

and is among only a handful in this part of the s early Angloamerican
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settlement and agricultural origins. It 
community' s history. For its association 
residence appears eligible for addition to the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion

The Abbott residence also appears eligible for , as
embodying the distinctive characteristics of its type and period. Victorian

example of the American Four-square residential 
popularity among American builders during the mid-nineteenth century, and houses employing this
general form continued to be built through the first decades of the 
features applied to the basic house type varied over time as tastes changed. Today, very few
examples of this vernacular house form, particularly 
region. The Abbott residence 

construction, and continues to evoke a sense of rural life in the early years of s history. The

house exhibits a 
agriculturalists living well removed from the high styles and ostentation of the city.

Integrity

Although the integrity of the historical setting of the Abbott residence has been compromised by
the modem development of the 
deferred maintenance have affected the integrity of the building itself, overall the building continues
to convey 

City of Lynwooc:l. While 
have been retained, and using existing materials and historic photos, the original condition could
be replicated. The residence is an excellent representative example of the American Four-Square

form of Victorian vernacular architecture.

John D. Ham Memorial Park

Ham Memorial Park was established on land transferred to the City of Lynwood by Los Angeles
County in 1953. The existing park improvements, such as the recreation building, baseball field,
playground, ball courts, and much ofthe landscaping, were not completed until the mid-1960s. As

such, the park does not meet the 50 year age requirement necessary to be considered historically
significant. ,

Ham Memorial Park Neighborhood

The houses adjoining Ham 
constructed beginning in the late 1930s and 
neighborhood is not associated with any particular trend, era, event or series of events, or historical
pattern , but rather, represents piece-meal development over the course of several decades. Built
for middle and working class families, the residences were constructed in styles typical of southern
California and representative of their era. None of the houses displays any unique or 
architectural features, and research failed to identify any important historical associations for the
neighborhood, or for any individual residences, which would override their lack of architectural merit
and integrity.
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The residential structures that would remain immediately beyond the limits of proposed school
development, along 

Boulevard, share a common history of development with those properties slated for demolition.
Similarly, they do not display those qualities of architectural design, and/or historical association
necessary to be considered significant historical resources. The industrial buildings adjacent to the
park property, on the east side of Wright Road, were also developed over several decades, and
either lack sufficient age to be considered historic, or have lost integrity through modifications. The
Ham Memorial Park neighborhood is not considered historically significant, nor is it significant from
the perspective of its architecture and/or urban design.

California Register of Historical Resources

The California Register criteria mirror those of the National Register, and all historical resources
eligible for listing in the National Register are automatically 
Therefore, if the Abbott residence becomes listed 
National Register as discussed above, then it would 
Register, the reasons being those described in the previous section for the National Register. Since
the house appears eligible for the National Register, it likewise appears eligible for the California
Register.

0 THRESHOLDS OF 

For the purposes of this 
resources are defined as project impacts that would:

Demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of a historical
resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in , or eligibility for,

inclusion in the California Register of 
15064.5(b)(2)(A));

Demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that account
for its inclusion in a local register of 
resolution (PRC Section 5020. 1 (k)), or 
meeting the 1 (g) 

15064.5(b)(2)(C)); or

Demolish or materially alter in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of a resource
that convey its historical significance and that justify its eligibility for inclusion on the California
Register as determined by a lead agency.
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IMPACTS

These investigations have identified the HaymerT. Abbott Residence as an important and unique
resource associated with one of Lynwood' s pioneering families and reported to be the City's earliest

existing residence. The , and it is the
conclusion of this evaluation that the Abbott Residence constitutes an historical resource with
National Register significance. The school development currently proposed for the Ham Memorial
Park site would occupy a substantial portion 

of the park property, including the area where the
Abbott residence presently exists. As 

relocation of the Abbott Residence, thereby establishing a potential for significant impacts 
to the

historic property. The various impacts are to the historic

property are considered to be significant impacts. The 
identified in the following section.

1 Less-Than-5ignificant Impacts

John D. Ham Memorial Park

John D. Ham Memorial Park was developed in the mid-1960s on land set aside for park use by the

County of Los Angeles and later transferred to the City 
of Lynwood. Trees and other vegetation

within the park are reported to correspond with a 1950s beautification project around the Abbott
residence and the 1960s development of the park property. No plantings relating to 
use of the site are known to survive. of Ham Memorial Park is believed to have

significantly modified the historic landscape, through filling and grading 
of a substantial depression

that occupied roughly half of the property, construction of athletic fields, ball courts, playground,
recreation building, parking lots, and modem of the historical

environment has been lost. 
recognition as an historical resource, nor does it display the qualities 

of design necessary for a

determination of overriding consideration. It does not appear 
and is not of the 
development of John D. Ham Memorial Park to 
to historical resources and no measures to mitigate its loss are necessary.

John D. Ham Memorial Park Neighborhood

The John Ham .High School development project, as 
demolition of 27 residential structures adjacent to Ham Memorial Park along Cortland, Louise and
Walnut Avenues, and Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard. The identified residences range in their
dates of construction from the 19305 through the of mid-century

stylistic attributes. Most of the houses have experienced substantial modification. The residences
surrounding those proposed for demolition to the west, north, and south are 

of comparable age and

integrity, as are the light industrial buildings that stand to the east 
of Ham Memorial Park. Because

of their relatively recent construction, and/or compromised design integrity and lack 
of important

historical associations, impacts from project related demolition 
of the 27 residences are regarded

as a less-than-significant impacts to historical resources. Additionally, secondary (visual , setting)

impacts to the remaining first tier of buildings are also considered less than significant.
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2 Potentially Significant 

1 Relocation of the 

Current project designs call for the 
southwest of its present placement (Figures 6 and 7). In its new 
on Louise Avenue, at the westem edge of the school 
separated from school buildings by a tree row.

The Abbot Residence has been evaluated as significant for its architecture, and for its association
with the early settlement of Lynwood. Although the integrity of the historical setting of 
has been compromised through removal of associated buildings and vegetation, and other changes
brought about by the development of Ham Memorial Park and the surrounding neighborhood, the
physical integrity of the Abbott Residence itself remains good. 
viewed as sufficient to override the fundamental significance of the resource, and relocation of the
Abbott Residence to a nearby and comparable setting will not in and of itself result in a significant
impact to the property. 

potential to result in additional loss of physical integrity in the form of move-related damage and/or
inappropriate alterations. Potential 

Residence may be mitigated through implementation of MM 7.
0-1 through 7.0-4.

Should project plans be revised to include demolition of the house, or its relocation to an alternative
site, or its alteration in an inappropriate manner, the impact would be 
unavoidable under CEOA guidelines, and would require development and 
measures to mitigate adverse effects.

2 Loss of Archaeological 

Development of the proposed school on the current site of Ham Memorial Park and the Abbott
Residence has the potential to result in impacts to as yet untested archaeological resources. The
Abbott Residence was reportedly built in 1889 and, while possibly moved from an earlier location,
is documented as having existed on its current site since 1907. There are also accounts of a barn
located near the house, within the Ham Memorial Park property.

The presence, extent, and significance of subsurface 
proposed for school development is not known at this time. Given the age 
property, and its function as an active farmstead, there is a 
privies, trash deposits, structural foundation remains, or other features may be present below the
surface. Additionally, research has indicated that several residential properties located within the
project area to the west of Ham Memorial Park were developed prior to 1950. Buried deposits
related to these properties must also be 
unanticipated archaeological 
Implementation of mitigation measures 7.0-5 and 7.0-6 will reduce impacts to archaeological

resources to less than significant levels.
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Figl.l'e 7. Conceptual design. John Ham High School.
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0 MITIGATION 

Implementation of the following mitigation measures would serve to 
associated with the proposed school development project to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 7.

Comprehensive of the Abbott 
commencement of any relocation, alteration, grading, and or demolition. 
consistent with Historic American Building Survey (HABS) level 2 standards and include description
of the significance of the building and its physical conditions, both historic and current, through site
plans, historic maps, photographs, written data, and text, and shall include:

1. Written 

of the property, including a discussion of its historical context and the construction history 

the structure itself. Also included should be 
and their role in local history.

2. 
features. Photographs 

a professional photographer familiar with the recordation of historic buildings, and prepared in
a format consistent with HABS standards for large format and field photography.

Mitigation Measure 7.

Resulting HABS documentation shall be provided to the City of Lynwood Department of Planning
who shall act as archivist, and other local venues such as 
provided with copies of the HABS documentation for public use.

Mitigation Measure 7.

A permanent, of the property and possibly
incorporating excerpts from the HABS documentation shall be created within an area 

of the project
accessible to the public.

Mitigation Measure 7.0-4

Due care shall be exercised in relocating the Abbott 
procedure will be of adherence to the of the 
Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (1990). Continued
deterioration and alterations which have a potential to affect the structure s fabric and appearance
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should also be mitigated through a policy 
of adherence to the Secretary Standards, as should any

future work toward the rehabilitation and reuse of the Abbott Residence.

Mitigation Measure 7.

The City shall arrange for a qualified professional 
to be present during

demolition, grading, trenching, tree removal, and other excavation on the project site in areas of
reasonable integrity.

Mitigation Measure 7.0-6

If any significant archaeological deposits or features are encountered, and they cannot be avoided.
impacts can be reduced to a less than significant level by scientific data recovery, analysis, and
report.

Recommendations

It is recommended that the property be nominated to the National Register of Historic Places. 
recognition would be advantageous for public interpretive and touristic purposes, and may also
entitle the property owner 

to a number of funding, tax, and grant options for preservation.
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A two and one-half story wood frame Victorian vernacular structure, the Abbot Residence is a example of the
American Four-Square residential form. It is nearly square in plan, with a full width front porch and a single
stOry rear wing. Resting on a cast-in-place concrete foundation, the house is clad with horizontal shiplap wood
siding and sheltered by a hipped roof with slopes that flare at the eaves. The pyramidal roof 

is clad withdeteriorated wooden shingles and has wide overhanging eaves, the undersides of which are embellished with
scrolled false-rafters. The symmetrical tbree-bay principal facade is oriented 
and features a central entrance flanked by oversized windows. The paired upper story windows are aligned
with those of the lower. story. and a hipped dormer is centered in the front roof slope. Throughout the house
windows and doors are enframed with wide 
plywood. behind which aluminum framed replacement windows may be discerned. The front entrance
currently has a slab-type door surmounted by a transom. Fenestration in the residence s north elevation is
limited to a two story bay window at the west end of the wall. (cont
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Resource Name or II: Ahhott Residence

B1. Haymer T. Ahbott Residence
B2. Common 
83. Residential 84. Present Use:
85. Victorian vernacular (American Four-SQuare)

-86. 
Rear wing added , windows replaced , 1957. Concrete foundation and porch deck , ca. 1966

NRHP Status Code

-87. Moved? 
-88. 

Puhlic

Original Location:

898. Architect: None b. Builder: 

-810. Residential Architecture Area ood
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1Diecua. import8nce in temI. of historical or 

The Abbott residence is associated with the early settlement of the Lynwood area in the post- rancho era , as
the vast plains to the south of the City of Los Angeles were gradually divided into farm plots and small
settlements arose along major routes and near the recently completed rail lines. The Abbon family were
prominent farmers and educators for whom a road in Lynwood was named. The Abbott house is believed to be
the oldest surviving residence in the City of Lynwood, and is among only a handful in this part of the county
that relate to the area s early Angloamerican settlement and agricultural origins. It provides 
connection to this period in the community s history. For its association with patterns of early settlement in 
Lynwood , the Abbott residence appears eligible for addition to the National Register of Historic Places under
Criterion A. 
embodying the distinctive charaCteristics of its type and ViCtorian example of
the American Four-square residential form. The simple four-square house gained popularity among American
builders during the mid-nineteenth century, and houses employing this general form continued to be built
through the first decades of the twentieth century. Stylistic features applied to the basic house type varied over
time as tastes changed. Today, very few examples of this vernacular house form, panicularly from the
nineteenth century, survive in the region. (cont
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1. Jack: Willard , 1971, 1. lack: Willard Remembers
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P3a. Description, cont

Windows in the south elevation are similarly positioned only at the west end of the wall , with the
exception of a single window at mid-wall that corresponds with an interior stairway. The hipped roof
rear wing is finished with stucco and bas modem aluminum type door. The
front porch has a wood shingle-clad roof supponed by square wooden posts , and a concrete deck.

BlO. Significance, cont
The Abbott residence embodies the typical characteristics of its type and period of construction , and
continues to evoke a sense of rural life in the early years of the area s history. The house exhibits a
simplicity of form and ornament to be expected in the abodes of rural agriculturalists living 
removed from the high styles and ostentation of the city.

Although the integrity of the historical setting of the Abbott residence has been 
modem development of the surrounding neighborhood and park, and modifications 
maintenance have affected the integrity of the building itself, overall the building continues to convey
its historic character. It remains recognizable as perhaps the oldest, residence in the City of Lynwood.
While windows and doors bave been replaced. the original placements and trim have 
and using existing materials and historic photos, the original condition could be 
residence is an excellent representative example of the Am~c:an Four-Square form of Victorian
vernacular architecture.
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EXPLANATION OF CHANGES MADE TO DEFAULT SETTINGS IN URBEMIS7G

Project Number: 
Project Name: LUSD 

The following pages indude the printed results of the air pollutant emissions modeling for one of the
. land use components of the proposed 

URBEMIS7G for Windows computer program developed for the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control
District in May 199B. URBEMIS7G is programmed with EMFAC7G emission factors developed by the
California Air Resources Board.

As part of this analysis, changes have been made to several of the default values programmed into
URBEMIS7G. These changes were made to more acaJrately reflect the nature of the proposed land use.
Each of these changes are discussed below.

Vehicle Trip Rates
The default vehide trip rate values were changed to be consistent with the traffic impact analysis
prepared for the project

Vehicle Fleet Mix
URBEMIS7G is programmed with the following state-wide average vehide fleet mix:

State-Wide Vehide T
Automobiles
Light Duty Trucks
Medium Duty Trucks
Light-Heavy Duty Trucks
Medium-Heavy Duty Trucks
Heavy-Heavy Duty Trucks
Urban Buses
Motorcydes

Total
75.
10.

However, this state-wide average fleet mix is not appropriate for the majority of land use
analyses. The project land use assessed in this analysis is identified below along 
percentage of trucks (medium and heavy) that are expected for this land use. The following 
mix was calculated based on the percentage of trucks associated with this land use.

Project Land Use: Truck % ACT Truck #

210 Single Family 0044 517
411 City Park 0044

Project Totals: 540
Project Truck %:

Vehide Type Total

Automobiles 82.97%
Light Duty Trucks 11.06%
Medium Duty Trucks 13%

Light-Heavy Duty Trucks 04%
Medium-Heavy Duty Trucks 04%
Heavy-Heavy Duty Trucks 0.22%
Urban Buses 221%
Motorcycles 32%

URBEMIS7G Changes - Existing EIP Associates 12/18/01
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URBEMIS 7G For Windows 1.0

File Name:
proj ect 
Project Location:

C: \ Program Files\URBEMIS 
LUSD New High School - Existing Uses
South Coast Air Basin 

SUMMARY REPORT
(pounds/Day - Summer)

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS (lbs/day, 

ROG HOx
1.82

PMIO SOX

OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION 
ROG

TOTALS (ppd, 
HOx

42.
PMIO
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URBEMIS 7G For windows 1. 0

File Name:
Project. Name:
?roject Location:

C: \program 
LUSD New High School - Existing Uses
South Coast Air Basin 

DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES Source Natural Gas 0.05 0.59 0.25 0.
wood Stoves - No summer emissions
Fireplaces - No summer emissionsLandscaping 
Consumer prdcts 
TOTALS (lbs/day, 

1.56

1.82

SOX
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UNMITIGATED OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

ROG NOx PM:1. 0
Single family hous ing 41. 7:1.
City Park 1.35 :L3

TOTAL EMISSIONS (lbs/day) 42.

Includes correction for passby trips.
Does not include double counting adjustment for internal trips.

OPERATIONAL 

Analysis Year: 2003 Temperature (F): Season: 
EMFAC Version: EMFAC7G 

Summary of Land Uses:

Uni t Trip Rate

Single family housing
Ci ty 

:1.:1.. 0:1. 
2 . 23 trips / Acre

Vehicle Assumptions:

Fleet Mix:

Vehicle Type
Light Duty Autos
Light Duty Trucks
Medium Duty Trucks
Lite-Heavy Duty Trucks
Med. -Heavy 
Heavy-Heavy Trucks
Urban Buses
Motorcycles
Travel Conditions

Percent Type
82.
:1.1. 06

Non-Catalyst
1.16
O. :1.3
1.44

19.
19.

Catalyst
98.
99.
98.
40.
40.

100. 00% all fuels

Urban Trip Length 
Rural Trip Length 
Trip Speeds 
% of Trips - Residential

Home -
Work
11.5
11.5
35.
20.

Residential
Home-
Shop

40.
37.

Commute
10.
10.
40.

He..ne -

Other

40.
43.

% of Trips 
Ci ty 

Size Total Trips

47.
:1.0.

5:1.7.
22.

Diesel

40.
40.

:1.00.
:1.00.

Corranercial

Non-Work Customer5 5.5 5.
40.0 40.

1.0 97.
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Changes made to the default values for Area

The wood stove option switch changed from on to off.
The fireplcase option switch changed from on to 
The area sauce mitigation measure option switch changed from on to 
Changes made to the default values for Operations

The mitigation option switch changed from on to off.
The light duty auto percentage changed from 75.

0 to 82. 97.

The light duty truck percentage changed from 10.
0 to 11. 06.

The medium duty truck percentage changed from 3.
0 to 0. 13.

The light h~avy duty truck percentage changed from 1.
0 to 0. 045.

The medium heavy duty truck percentage changed from 1.
0 to 0. 045.

The heavy heavy duty truck percentage changed from 5.
0 to 0. 22.

The urban bus percentage changed from 2. 0 to 2. 21.
The motorcycle percentage changed from 3. 0 to 3. 32.
The operational emission year changed from 2000 to 
The double counting internal work trip limit changed from 

446.

The double counting shopping trip limit changed from 
223.

The double counting other trip limit changed from 
631.

The travel mode environment settings changed from 



EXPLANATION OF CHANGES MADE TO DEFAULT SETIINGS IN 

Project Number: 
Project Name: 

The following pages indude the printed results of the air pollutant emissions modeling for one of the
land use components of the proposed project. The air emissions modeling was conducted 
URBEMIS7G for Windows computer program developed for the San Joaquin Valley Unified Ajr Pollution Control
District in May 1998. URBEMIS7G is programmed with EMFAC7G emission factors developed by the
California Ajr Resources Board.

As part of this analysis, changes have been made to several of the default val'Jes programmed into
URBEMIS7G. These changes were made to more accurately reflect the nature of the proposed land use.
Each of these changes are diswssed below.

Vehicle Trip Rates
The default vehide trip ~te values were changed to be consistent 
prepared for the project. 

Vehicle Fleet Mix
URBEMIS7G is programmed with the following state-wide average vehide fleet mix:

State-Wide Vehide Type
Automobiles
Light Duty Trucks
Medium Duty Trucks
Light-Heavy Duty Trucks
Medium-Heavy Duty Trucks
Heavy-Heavy Duty Trucks
Urban Buses
Motorcydes

Total
75.
10.

However, this state-wide average fleet mix is not appropriate for the majority of land use
analyses. The project land use assessed in this analysis is identified below along with the 
percentage of trucks (medium and heavy) that are expected for this land use. The following vehicle
mix was calwlated based on the percentage of trucks associated with this land use.

Project Land Use: Truck % ACT Truck #
530 High School 0044 864

Project Totals: 864
Project Truck 

Vehide Type Total
Automobiles 82.97%
Light Duty Trucks 11.06%
Medium Duty Trucks 13%
Light-Heavy Duty Trucks 04%
Medium-Heavy Duty Trucks 04%
Heavy-Heavy Duty Trucks 0.22%
Urban Buses 2.21%
Motorcydes 32%

URBEMIS7G Changes EIP Associates 12/18/01



Page: 2

URBEMIS 7G For Windows 1.0

File Name:
proj ect 
Project Location:

C: \ Program Files\URBEMIS 
LUSD New High School
South Coast Air Basin 

DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES (Summer Pounds per Day, Unmitigated)
Source ROG NOx PM10 SOX

Natural Gas
Wood Stoves - No summer emissions
Fireplaces - No summer emissions
Landscaping
Consumer Prdcts
TOTALS (lbs/ day unmitigated)
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URBEMIS 7G For Windows 1.0

File Name:
proj ect 
Project Location:

C: \ Program 
LUSD New High School
South Coast Air Basin 

SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG NOx PMI0 SOX

TOTALS (lbs/day, 

OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG NOx PM10

TOTALS (ppd unmitigated) 56. 30. 171. 16.
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UNMITIGATED OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

High school

TOTAL EMISSIONS 

ROG
56.

56.

NOx
30.

30.

171 .

171 .

Includes correction for passby trips.
Does not include double counting adjustment for internal 

Analysis Year: 2003

OPERATIONAL 

Temperature (F): 

Summary of Land Uses:

EMFAC Version: EMFAC7G 

Uni t 

High school

vehicle Assumptions:

Fleet Mix:

Vehicle Type
Light Duty Autos
Light Duty Trucks
Medium Duty Trucks
Li te-Heavy Duty Trucks
Med. -Heavy Duty Trucks
Heavy-Heavy Trucks
Urban Buses
Motorcycles
Travel Conditions

Urban Trip 
Rural Trip Length 
Trip Speeds 
% of Trips 

Season: Summer

Trip Rate

79 trips / students

Percent Type
82.
11. 06

Home -
Work
11.
11.5
35.
20.

Non-Catalyst
1.16

1.44
19.
19.

Catalyst
98.
99.
98.
40.
40.

100. 00% all fuels

Residential
Home-
Shop

40.
37.

% of Trips - Commercial 
High school

Home -
Other

40.
43.

Commute
10.
10.
40.

10.

Size

600.

Diesel

40.
40.

100.
100.

Commercial

PM10
16.

16.

Total Trips

864.

Non-Work CUst~mer5 5.5 5.
40.0 40.

85.
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Changes made to the default values for Area

The wood stove option switch changed from on to 
The fireplcase option switch changed from on to 
The area souce mitigation measure option switch changed from on to 
Changes made to the default values for Operations

The mitigation option switch changed from on to off.
The light duty auto percentage changed from 75.

0 to 82. 97.The light duty truck percentage changed from 10.
0 to 11. 06.The medium duty truck percentage changed from 3.
0 to 0. 13.The light heavy duty 

0 to 0. 045.The medium heavy duty truck percentage changed from 1.
0 to 0. 045.The heavy heavy duty truck percentage changed from 5.

0 to 0. 22.The urban bus percentage changed from 2. 0 to 2. 21.The motorcycle percentage changed from 3.
0 to 3. 32.The operational emission year changed from 2000 to 

The travel mode environment settings changed from 



SIMPLIFIED CALINE4 CARBON MONOXIDE ANALYSIS

Project Number: 1051~O
Project TIUe: 

Background Information

Nearest Ajr Monitoring Station measuring CO:
Background 1-hOur CO Concentration (ppm):
Background 8-hour CO Concentration (ppm):
Persistence Factor.
Analysis Year:

Lynwood
19.
11.

2001

Roadway Data

Intersection:
Analysis Condition:

Martin Luther King Jr ./Wright Road
Existing Traffic Volumes

North-South Roadway:
East-West Roadway:

Wright Road
Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.

Roadway ype
At Grade
At Grade

No. of
Lanes

Average Speed
M. P.15 15 

A.M. Peak Hour Traffic Volumes M. Peak Hour Traffic Volumes

106 ~ 17

0 A

194- 0 ~

0 v

~ 20

,..

It.

~ 0

391

It. It.

163

Highest Traffic Volumes (Vehicles per Hour)

S Road:
W Road:

370
685

NoS Road:

W Road:

Roadway CO Contributions and Concentrations
Emissions = (A x B x C) /100,000

Reference CO Concentnllionl TratIic Emi&aiDn Estim8t8d CO Concentrations

Roadway 50 Feet 100 Feet 300 Feet Volume FIICIDrS 1 50 Feet 100 Feet 300 Feet

M. Peak Traffic Hour
North-South Road 1.1 370 13.24

East-West Road 685 13.

M. Peak Traffic Hour
North-South Road 5.4 13.24

East-West Road 2.2 13.

. Methodology and emission factors from Bay Area Air QLiality Management District 
BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines (1996).

Total Roadway CO Concentrations
Peak Hour Emissions = NortIH)outh Concentration + East-West Concentration + Background 1-hour Concentralion

B-Hour Emissions = ((Highest Peak Hour Concentration - Background 1-hour Concentration) x Persistence Factor) + Background 8-hoUr Concentration

50 Feet from Roadway Edge
1 DO Feet 

300 Feet from Roadway Edge

A.M.
Peak Hour

19.
19.
19.2

Peak Hour
19.
19.
19.

B-Hour
11.
11.
11.

2 Methodology from Bay Area Air Quality Management District BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines (1996).

MLK&W.Existing EIP Associates 12/18/01



SIMPLIFIED CALlNE4 CARBON MONOXIDE ANALYSIS

Project Number: 
Project Title: 

Background Infonnation

Nearest Air Monitoring Station measuring CO:
Background 1-hour CO Concentration (ppm):
Background &-hour CO Concentration (ppm):
Persistence Factor:

Analysis Year:

Lynwood
19.
11.

2003

Roadway D8ta

Intersection:
Analysis Condition:

Martin Luther King Jr./Wright Road
Future TraffIC Volumes without Project

NorttI-SouIh Roadway:
East-West Roadway

Wright Road
Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.

Roadway Type
At Grade
At Grade

No. of
Lanes

Average 
A.M. P.15 15 

A.M. M. Peak Hour Traffic Volumes

106 ~ 17

22 A

391 ~ 194 0 ~
43 v 0 v

~ 20163

Highest Traffic Volumes (Vehicles per Hour)

N-5 Road: 370 NoS Road:
W Road: 685 W Road:

Roadway CO ContrIbutions and Concentrations
Emissions = (A x B x C) /100,000

. C

Ref818nce CO ConcentnItiDns TnIIIic EmiAian Estm8led CO CalICon.b*liun

oadway 50 Feel 100 Feet 300 Feet Volume F8CIIIIS 50 Feet 100 Feet 300 Feet

M. Peak Traffic Hour
North-South Road 370 11.
East-West Road 685 11.

M. Peak Traffic Hour
North-South Road 11.
East-West Road 11.

, Methodology and emission factors from Bay Area Air Quality Management District BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines (1996).

Total Roadway CO Concentrations
Peak Hour Emissions = North-South Concentration + East-West Concentration + Background 1-hour Concentration2
8-Hour Emissions = ((Highest Peak Hour Concentration - Background 1-hour Concentration) x Persistence Factor) + Background &-hour Concentration

50 Feet from Roadway Edge
100 Feet from Roadway Edge
300 Feet from Roadway Edge

A.M.
Peak Hour

19.
19.
192

Peak Hour

19.
19.
19.

8-Hour
11.
11.
11.

2 Methodology from Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines (1996).

MLK&W- Future EIP Associates 12/18/01



SIMPLIFIED CALINE4 CARBON MONOXIDE ANALYSIS

Project Number: 
Project Title: 

Background Infonnation

Nearest Air Monitoring Station measuring CO:
Background 1-hour CO Concentration (ppm):
Background 8-hour CO Concentration (ppm):
Persistence Factor:
Analysis Year:

lynwood
19.
11.

2003

Roaciway 

Intersection:
Analysis Condition:

Martin Luther King Jr ./Wright Road
Future Traffic Volumes with Project

North-South Roadway.
East-West Roadway.

Wright Road
Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.

Roadwa ype 

At Grade
At Grade

No. of
Lanes

Average Speed
M. P.15 15 

A.M. Peak Hour Traffic Volumes M. Peak Hour Traffic Volumes

264 ,. 17

31 01\
462::- 228 0::-
58 v 0 v

.c::

,. 41212

HigheSt Traffic Volumes (Vehicles per Hour)

N-S Roact 655 N-S Road:
W Road: 849 W Road:

Roadway CO Contributions and Concentrations
Emissions = (A x B x C) /100,000

Refe18nce CO Concentrations Traffic Emission Estm8led CO CoI.c....bololi...n

Roadway 50 Feel 100 Feel 300 Feet Volume Fact:xs 50 Feel 100 Feel 300 Feet

A.M. Peak Traffic Hour
North-South Road 2.2 655 11.

East-West Road 849 11.

M. Peek Traffic Hour
North-South Road 11.

East-West Road 2.2 11.

1 Methodology and emission factors from Bay Area Air Quality Management District BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines (1996).

Toml Roadway CO Concentrations
Peak Hour Emissions = North-South Concentration + East-West Concentration + Background 1-hour Concentration

~our 

50 Feet from Roadway Edge
100 Feet from Roadway Edge
300 Feet from Roadway Edge

Peak Hour
19.
19.
19.2

Peak Hour
19.
19.
19.

8-Hour
11.
11.
11.2

2 Methodology from Bay Area Air Quality Management District SAAQMD CEQA Guidelines (1996).

MLK&W. Project EIP Associates 12/18/01
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TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL REpORT



TRAFFIC IMPACT 
FOR A NEW HIGH SCHOOL
IN THE CITY L 
CALIFORNIA.

Ref. No. 00II-03R
Date: November 2001

Paul Singer, 
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING & PLANNING



Paul Singer, 
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING & PLANNING
""7163 , California 92807 . 3222

October 3 2001

Mr. Mark Horne
Senior Manager
E . I . P. 
12301 Wilshire 
Suite 430
Los Angeles, 

Ref. No. 0011. 03R

Subj ect: The following is Traffic Impact Study evaluation of the
proposed new High School in the City of Lynwood.

Dear Mr. Horne:

The following report was prepared in conformance with the 
Lynwood requirement for assessment of traffic related impacts as it
pertains to 
letter report expressly addresses the proposed new Lynwood 
School to be located at John Ham Memorial Park.

The Traffic Impact Study evaluates existing traffic conditions 
estimates traffic conditions following completion and 
the new high 

Subj ect 
provision of 
safety the proposed High
School will operate at comparable traffic 

It is critical that all as 
implemented to maximize student and driver traffic safety.

Traffic safety and the observance of traffic 
accepted to varying degrees by each driver and-or pedestrian. The
proposed 
voluntarily complied with.

Based on the findings of this study and subject to the 
of the recommended traffic control devices and safety instruction
of students traffic in the vicinity of the school will operate atacceptable levels. 

iri7:erely 

1(/ /~ 

~. 

Paul :P'. E.
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Existing Conditions:

Project Site:
The project site is located south of Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
west of Wright Street. The site is currently occupied by John Ham
Memorial Park and residential structures. The site is bordered 
the north by Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd., on the south by 
Ave. on the east by Duncan Ave. and on the west by Wright Rd.

The proposed high school is located wholly within a single 
residential area. 
Proposed proj ect:

The proj ect 
exclusive use of a Senior High School.

The project is expected to accommodate up to a maximum of 1, 600
students. In 
instruction, operate the facility and provide school guidance.

The project site plan as shown on Figure 2 indicates location of
all proposed buildings and outdoor facilities. On-site, 
parking is provided for a total of 416 parking spaces. A total ,
600 students and 

parking facilities on the project site.

Study Location:

The proj ect 
site is currently used for a public park.

The site 
maj or 
Jr: Blvd. A secondary 
on the west side.

School Hours:

School hours will be on 
scheduled school year. 
continue into the afternoon. Activities at this school will 
sports and games and may be attended at post school hours 
into the evening on weekdays. Some sports activities may, subject
to the District 

Page 1
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Maj or 
Morning class 
currently been 
arrival generally takes place between 
afternoon school departure times vary between 
on weekdays.

The morning, AM traffic peak of 
coincides with the prevailing morning " rush hour" peak traffic
hour. In the afternoon. Peak hour street traffic demand is 
5: 00 
well before the afternoon street peak traffic 

Traffic conflicts with peak traffic hours is expected to be most
heavily impacted during, 
traffic hours will not be impacted by school traffic flows.

It is expected that evening and weekend sports activities 
cuI 
traffic is not at peak demand.

Parking:

The proposed project is 
parking spaces. The school will have a maximum of 1 600 students
plus 68 faculty and staff members.

The Institute of 
Second Edition Schedule 
students per off 
enclosed in the Appendix of ). This is the 
parking demand nationally. Locally, in 
ratios are substantially greater~ It is therefore recommended that
the higher parking ratio of 0. 22 per 
indicated and shown on the appropriate excerpt of the Manual.

Parking Standard:

Parking Generation Manual indicator requires a minimum 

19* spaces per student.

Parking Generation Manual indicator as recommended for California:

0 . 22 * 

* Includes students, staff and 

Staff and employee parking is included within the total of required
school parking count.

Page 4



Staff and employees vehicle occupancy is estimated at 1. 25 persons
per vehicle. Approximately 10% of staff and employees will arrive
and depart the project site by public 

The 
Approximately 25% 
15% of the students will be dropped off and 
guardians.
Using these 
street parking spaces for the proposed high school:

600 students ~ 0. 22 = 352 off-street parking spaces

Parking required: 352 spaces

Total recommended: 352 off-street parking spaces.

Total available: 416 off-street parking spaces.

The School is designed to accommodate 1, 600 students plus 
and faculty. 
correctly proposed, the 416 parking spaces proposed will be 
than adequate to accommodate student and staff demand.

Parking Recommendation:

It is recommended that the proposed 416 off-street parking 
will be more than adequate at the proposed school 

Even t 

As is customary at high schools, weekend or evening 
attract additional parking demand. For overflow parking conditionsthe 
accommodate overflow parking at these 

Special provision including hand guidance and direction to special
events be pre planned and organized in a manner that will 
or minimize parking intrusion to the adj 
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Caution:

Student parking 
monitored and prohibited. Student parking along residential streets
may 
residences.
Traffic Circulation:

Traffic impact to the adjacent intersections was evaluated. Traffic
counts were conducted at the following 

Atlantic Ave. and Martin Luther King 

Martin Luther 
Wright Street and 

Wright Street, between
Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. and 

Louise Street, between Cortland Street and Walnut 

Field sheets of these traffic counts are enclosed in the appendix
of this report.

Traffic entering and departing the proposed High School will of
necessity use the streets indicated 

Student droop-off area is indicated on the School 
droop-off and student pick-up should be conducted on the project
site. Parking or standing on Martin Luther King 
purpose of student drop-off or pick-up should be prohibited by the
posting of appropriate signs. The practice of student loading and
unloading on public streets is not safe and 
be strictly enforced.

Traffic Impact:

Existing traffic at the adjacent streets was counted on March 
2001. Traffic count details are 
report. The 
project is Martin Luther King 

Traffic during the AM peak hour, 7. 00 AM, currently is 713 vehicles
east and west bound on Martin Luther King 
and south bound vehicles on Wright 
672 trips in the AM and 320 trips in the PM peak 

Daily traffic volume on Martin Luther King 
March 7, 
vehicles on a weekday. The intersection of Martin Luther King 
Bl vd. 
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Traffic generated by the proposed High School is equivalent to thetraffic 
transportation Engineers Traffic Generation Manual Sixth Edition
Schedule 530. Copies included in the appendix of this report.

Traffic distribution is estimated to be 
from the North, 10% from the South and approximately 80% 
west. As a 
estimated to arrive via Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. to the 
structure on the project site and for droop-off of students 
Martin Luther King Jr. 

Estimated traffic impact of the High School at the 
Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. and Wright 
location most impacted by the proposed high school.

Existing traffic on Martin Luther King on Wright Rd. 
Street capacity as expressed on the enclosed Figure 

Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
Wright Road

= 24 000 vehicles ADT. 
= 16, 000 vehicles ADT.

* ADT = Average Daily Traffic.

To obtain highest peak hour average traffic a factor of 10% was
applied. The estimated peak hour traffic capacity on 
King Jr. Blvd. is therefore 2, 400 vehicles and on Wright Rd. it is
estimated at 1, 600 vehicles.

Traffic impact at post project conditions at the intersection of
Martin Luther King Jr. 
levels. It 
intersection will operate at Level Of Service 
traffic hours, following completion and occupancy of the proposed
High School.

Afternoon peak 
traffic flows. School hours are most intense in the morning 
7: 00 
hours of 2: 
hour times. See Figure 4.

AM peak hour Level of Service calculations were conducted at the
intersection of Martin Luther King 
existing 
conditions. At 
continue to operate at free flow conditions.
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LEVEL OF SERVICE VOLUMES AND ILLUSTRATIONS

LEVEL OF ~F.RVICE VOLUMES/CAPACITY VALUES
(Average Daily Trips - ADT)

TYPE OF 

LOS LOS LOS LOS LOS

6 LANES DIVIDED 000 400 45,000 500 000

6 LANES UNDIVIDED OOO 000 000 000 000

4 LANES DIVIDED 000 000 000 000 000

4 LANES UNDIVIDED 000 18,000 20,000 000 000

2 LANES UNDIVIDED 000 500 000 500 000

Note: Capacity values can be increased while maintaining a Level of C" through the use of
strict access controls and additional design measures to reduce 

, ' ~ ",- / , .... ,' " ~ ," ,../ " ' / : ./' . '- . / .~:,."./ ." .

:1y 

~~' - /""' / ," /' " -.....(j; .$;'~~ ~,-...; , .". .. . , ~~'' ~/' ~ , '~ - 

iif:'

~. ~ / ' ,,~~, ' :, / , "~ 

' d!- -

-:.""'~.

.A::, /~~ 

: ~. ' ~

7~.

' ~ 

v. 

~~~~

Paul Singer, 
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING & PLANNING

LEVEL OF SERVICE
VOLUMES Fig. 3



Intersection 
intersections directly impacted by the proposed proj 
indicates the existing Level Of Service and post proj 
Service at the study 

LEVEL OF SERVICE

STUDY INTERSECTIONS

Loca tion: AM Peak Traffic Hour:

Existing:LOS Post Project:LOS 

Atlantic Ave.
Luther King Jr. Blvd.

Luther King Jr. Blvd.
& Wright Rd.

Courtland Ave.
Wright Rd.

Duncan Ave.
Courtland Ave.

Luther King Jr. Blvd.
& Duncan Ave.

At post proj when the proposed high 
full operation the study intersections will continue to operate at
free flow conditions, Level of Service "A"

Level of service calculation sheets are enclosed in the 
this report.
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Cumulative Traffic:

The proposed project 
construction and occupancy of the 
are expected to increase at the rate of 1. 5% per year. The target

year for the project completion is estimated in 
of pojected growth, the ambient traffic volumes will increase by a
cumulative factor of 6. 1%. The following Table indicates existing
plus project plus cumulative growth increases Leves of Service at
study intersections.

LEVEL OF SERVICE
AT Year 2005

Cumulative Traffic Impact

Location: AM Peak Traffic 

Existing:
LOS v / 

Post proj ect :
LOS v 

Year 2005 Cumulative:
LOS v 

Atlantic Ave. &
M. L. King Blvd,

M. L. King Blvd.
& Wright Rd. 0.48

Courtland Ave.
& Wright Rd.

Duncan Ave. &
Courtland Rd.

M. L. King Blvd,
& Duncan Ave.

City staff estimates cumulative traffic increase proportionate to
land use intensification within the City of Lynwood and 
connnunities. A 
Appendix of this 

Page 10



Project Traffic 

At the AM peak 
the project site from Martin Luther King 
80% of the students will arrive from the 
and 10% from the south. Vehicles arriving from the west will enter
by a 
south will enter the project site from Wright 

Traffic generated by the project is a total of 10% of the vehicle
trips will enter from the 
Jr. Blvd. The street is currently marked by a continuous left turn
lane with a capacity for 14 vehicles.

Per Schedule 42 trips per

student will be generated for inbound AM peak hour. Approximately
10% of the school bound trips during the AM peak traffic hour will
be required to make left turns from Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. in
the course of the morning peak traffic 
hour trips = 67 trips west bound, turning left from Martin Luther
King Jr. BI 
scenario. Actually it is anticipated that students 
experience find a less traveled 
Fernwood Ave.

If all trips from the west would 
site from the west and require to execute a left turn from Martin
Luther King Jr. Blvd., the traffic impact will be 
vehicle per minute in the course of the morning peak traffic hour.
The traffic generated from the west is indicated in the following
calculation.

(0. 42 x , 600 = 

The existing, 
capacity in access of the anticipated 
will accommodate up to 14 
turn queue at the left turn lane will be six 
worst case condition is based on an assumed queue of 
arriving yehicles waiting to make left turns at the 
same time. ' This will 
realistic queue of three one time may

be anticipated.

It may be therefore concluded, that the number of vehicles turning
left from Martin Luther King Jr, Blvd. will not cause undue traffic
congestion. It should however be 
facilities, high 
customary along adjacent surface streets at peak traffic 

Page 10 (a)



Recommendations:

The following are 
occupancy and operation of the proposed 

The proposed 416 on site 
requirements.

Post signs No Stopping 
along Martin Luther King Jr. 
Duncan Ave. and Wright 

Periodically inform 
along the adj 
the residences. Students should park on the school site and refrain
from causing harm and 
area. Should the parking problem persist, the 
residences could be 
enforcement of parking provisions.

All bus 
restricted to the designated area as indicated on the site 

Page 11



Conclusion:

Parking Impact:

The proposed 416 off street parking spaces are projected to be more
than adequate to 
demands. It is recommended that the streets in the vicinity of the
proj ect be posted for permit 
The proposed project" when 
traffic and parking 
School and will be at acceptable 

Traffic Impact:

Traffic impact along the public streets posted for No Stopping At
Designated Hours will be minimized and not present overt traffic
congestion. As at any public school, additional traffic during the
morning and afternoon loading and unloading times is 
No unusual or overt traffic conflict conditions were identified at
the proposed proj ect 

The maj or 
Wright . The

intersection will 
following construction and occupancy of the proposed high 

It is important that left turns from Martin Luther King Jr 
to the 
continuous left turn lane. Restricting left turns into the site 
intersections or at midblock 

0Oll- 03R Page It.
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Transportation Studies, Inc.
1820 E. Garry Avenue. Sle. 116

Santa Ana, CA. 92705
Location : WRIGHT STREET Site L Y"-i\\'
Segment : MARTIN LUTHER KING TO CORTLAND Dale. 030"-
Client : PAUL SINGER

Combined Day: Wedncsd",

145

.-- -. .--.-

140

-- --

2851.:.

12: 15

12:30

12:45
0 \:00 136 140 276
01:\5
01:30
01:45
02:00 158 135 293
02:15
02:30
02:45
03:00 164 139 303
03:15
03:30
03:45
04:00 161 147 308
04:15
04:30
04:45
05:00 212 168 114 380
05:15
05:30
05:45
06:00 140 105 158 239
06:15
06:30
00'45

142 105 195 337 178

\.. .

07:30
07:45
08:00 122 140 262 129

08:15
08:30
08:45
09:00 103 201 135

09:15
09:30
09:45
10:00 100 117 217
10:15
10:30

10:45
11:00 124 143 267

11:15
11:30
11:45

Total

.-------

718-' 

---

1",478 8"9'7---

..' - .-

T,T91i----- 'n -'----Ttifs------' 2:"676

--..- ._--_..

Split 44. 55. 55. 44.

Day Total 196 095 291
Day Split 51.2 48.

Peak Hou 07:15 05:00 07:00 04:30 07:15 04:45
Volum 162 212 195 177 357 380
Facto

Data File: Db I 03075

.- - --_._-. -

".- n. 



Transportation Studies, Inc.
1820 E. Garry A venue, Sle. 116

Sanl:l Ana. CA. 92705

Location : LOUISE STREET Suc L Y'\;\\()Ol

Segment : CORTLAND TO WALNUT Dale

(),

~ In () ~

Chent . PAUL SINGER

---

Combined Day: VYedncsday

1~:UO

--.- - .. 

--- T -

-_.--,

12:15
12:30
12:45
01:00
01 :15

01:30
01 :45

02:00
02: 15

02:30
02:45
03:00
03: 15

03:30
03:45
04:00
04:15
04:30
04:45
05:00
05:15
05:30
05:45
06:00
06:15
06:30
01\,4')

~ .

07:30
07:45
08:00
08:15
08:30
08:45
09:00
09:15
09:30
09:45
10:00
10:15
10:30
10:45
11:00
11:15
11:30

11:45
total

'----

33---.

.. -

57-

-. -

---_u--- 

_.-. ' ..- -,- ---."----

66'-

---

144

Split 50. 39. 50. 60.

Day 10lal
Day Split 42,

120
57.

210

Peak Hou
Volum
Facto

07: IS 04:30 07:30 04:15 07:30 04:15

.-'

Dala File :

.-- ---

6Mo30'i6

.-- -.- --------. ..--- -_._._-, ~--'-' , "'- -'- - -. .--- - .-,. - - -.



Transportation Studies. Inc.
1820 E. Garry Avenue, Ste. 116

Santa Ana, CA. 92705

Location : MARTIN LUTHER KING BOULEVARD
Segment : WRIGHT TO DUNCAN
Client : PAUL SINGER

-- ._-,--------. ---.- 

IL:UO 294- -, ---

-,--

12: 15

12:30
12:45
01:00 260

01: 15

01:30
01:45
02:00 264

02: 15

02:30
02:45
03:00 106 359

03:15
03:30
03:45
04:00 343

04:15
04:30 104

04:45
05:00 200 116 389

05:15 103

05:30
05:45
06:00 264 286

06:15
06:30
0';'''5

456 217

"..

131

07:30 126

07:45 III
08:00 104 329 134

08:15
08:30
08:45
09:00 188 113

09:15
09:30
09:45
10:00 192

10:15

10:30
10:45

11:00 226

11:15
11 :30

11:45

Total 

' .

97j"-- 2;788' ----'-- 1",3'38

'--

Split 59. 51.3 40.

Day Total
Day Split

761
54.

Peak Hou
Volum
Facto

07: 15

472
04:30

406
07:30

319

t)313 jO;je: $282S001

Site:
Dale

L Y:\WO, 'l'
03 C- l),

DO I ().10. ~

Wednesd;n
File:

- - CombinedPM 
. 80 139 60 12839 10869 64 26 54 67 13365 124

68 22 52 12475 14378 142

62 29 72 64 14873 155

84 86 88 
108 89 73 74 68 65 61 70 64 50 51 39 40 1~ 38 30 38 28 31 
36 18 27 11 18 99 

-- - ~2.650--'

----'-.--

3J-1T------

--'-' -- --

_u..

. -- .-..-

48,

Day:

108

257

254

210

165 195

197

988
45.

749

04:30
363

07:15
763

04:30
769

-,.--.-.. --.- --. .-

-.----- _no..

... . - -- -- .
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DRAFT
JOINT USE AGREEMENT BETWEEN

L YNWOOD 
CITY OF L\'NWOOD

This Joint Use Agreement ("Agreement ) is entered between Lynwood Unified School
District ("District ) and City of Lynwood (-City ). referred to collccnvely as the Panics , as of
the day of 
WHEREAS, the District is organized ana 
State of California;

WHEREAS, the City is 
State of Califorma;

WHEREAS, the District is the ownerofccnain real property 
which the District imends to develop, design, and 

WHEREAS. the Architect

WHEREAS. 
. 200 1. r"De~gn DocllwmfS

WHEREAS, tbe Design 
outdoor playing fields. performing am center. and library (""Recreation Centers

");

WHEREAS, a multipurposc center, 
iU1d library. 

10900 et seq.

WHEREAS. Education Code Sections 10900 et seq. amhorize the City to organize:. promote

and conduct community recreatioD programs;

WHEREAS. Educanon Code 
nght to use the Recreation Centers for conununity recreational purposes;

WHEREAS, the District and the City desire to use the 

NOW THEREFORE, for good 
hereby ackQowledged, the Panics agree as follows:

JOINT USE 
L fNW OOD 
~asIWAJty \I 



1.1

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT.

Responsibility for DevelopmeDt. 

devdopmcnt. Dimct 
Dcsign Documents. d~velop bid 
constrUC110D contracts, 

1.2 Ci~ 
construction contracts available to City for review.

1.3 RespoasibUiI)' for COIlS. City shall have no 
design, and/or construction of the Project. wluch costs shall be the sole responsibility of
District.

1.4 Cbaages to ProjecL District may in its 
Project from PrOject development or elcct not to develop me Project.

PROJECT DESIGN,

Srope. The 

by Manin 
Avc:nu~ as more panicularly set fonh 

is set fonh in the Design 
have been rcvi~ed by the 
requires for liS intended use of the Project.

StaDdards. The: City s preparanon of the Design Documents

is based upon standards and gllidcliDes for school conmuction 
at Education Code Secuons 17280 ct 
with me 
Americans with Disabilities ACt aad California EnviTonmcnw Quabty Act.

PROJECT CONSTRUCTION,

Bid DocumeDu. 
construction contracts. The District shall consult City regarding the timing of public bid
adv~nisemcnls and other bidding 
documents and biddina procedures shan comply with the Public Contract Code. Prior to
issLWICe of the 

CODlrarl Award, In 
be recommended to the Board of Education for award of each 

101m USE AGREEMENT
1.. 

FEBRUAkY 9. 



District shall place an Item on the agenda 
of Education for considerauon of the award of construction 
constrUCtion conn-acts is VCSled solely 

CODarate AdminislntioD. The 

the COostI'UChon contractS.

PROJECT USE AND OWNERSHIP.

Disuicl Ust of Keefe.lioD CtaIUS,

Normul SC-hool Days. DiSU'ict shall have use of the 

school days Monday through Fnday throughout me regular school year, summer 
and inter-sessions, excluding school holidays and vacations ("Nonnal School Days

Sc-hool Rf!/uled ACliviJies. District shall have use of the 
related activities, events, aud 
~chool club 

raisers,

gnsduallon ceremonies, and 
Normal School D,ys ("School Rclated Activities

1- 3 Calendar of Schaul R~lared ACli"aies. 
On or before I 

the tenn of this Agrc:ement, Pisaict shall provide 
City a calendar identifying the date

time. and natUre of School ReWed Activities at the Recreation Centers for the upcoming
school year which have been scheduled by Disuict as of that date ("Scheduled School

Related Activlties

City Use of Recfcalioa 

2.1 Ciry Use. At all times other than during Nannal 
Related ACtivities, City shall ha\'e the right to use the Recreation Centers ("

City Use

Calendar of On or before 

the term of this Agr=me:nt, City shall provide DisUlct a 
umt, and s Use of the Recreation Centers for the upcomin~ school y~ar

which has been ScbedLlled City Use

Ua~c:beduled Use .

Masler Calendar. Upon receipt of a calendar from the City which establishes Scheduled
City Use. DiStrict shall prepare and 

JOINT USE AGREEMENT
l YNWOOD USI)'LIlY at' L 
fEBB.UAB." 9 2001



Centers whlch incorporates Normal School Days, Scheduled School Related ActiVllles
and Sch~duled City Use ("Master Calendar

Unscheduled Time. Upon establislunc:m of the Master Calendar, all 
Calendar which 
Actlvines. or Scheduled City Use shan be detmled 
use any portion of Unsc:hcdlded 

new Iy scheduled use of the Recreation Centers. 

Calendar such newly scheduled use 

Normal School Days. NotWithstanding any orher provision of 
use of 
use of the Recreation Centers.

Panial Use.

A\lailable Spuce. Eimer pany may elect 
Recreation Center during its use thc:reofunder this Agreement.

Shared Use. Nothing in this Agre=ent is 
bave shared used of any Recreation Center, as permitted by law.

Use By Odaen.

Th.rd PaTry CD",racl~. Distnct"s iU1d City s rights to the use of the 
shall mclude the right to 
Recreation CenterS. Any 
subj.:ct to pnor 
Agreement to a Pany s use of the Recreation Centers shall be deemed to includ~ use by
such third pany.

Third Parry Fees. To the exteDt pcmllued by law, District and City may charge a fee to
be paid by such third partY.

Edkcalion Code Secllon 38JJO el seq. The Panies hereby acknowledge mat all use ofthe
Recreat10D Cc:nters is subjc:ct 10 the 
Sections 38130 et seq. and that use of the pro",isioDS of that Act 
Qwaersbip aad Use of Equipaae.~ Materials, 

JOINT USE AGItfEMENT
L"N~OOD IJsl)I('lTYOF l 
F&HJlLJAIlY II, !UUI



Recreallon Eq14lpmenl and Malena/s. Ctty shall provide equ1pmcnt and 

necessary or desuablc for its programs and may. at its own expense and with prior 
consent of 

Rccreation Cemers. All recreation 
shall become propeny of District upon termination or explralion of this Agreement.

Personal Properry. The City and District each is solely 
repairing. or replacing its respective personal propeny located at the Project. Ne.ther the
City nor the District shall use 
pnor consent of the olher Pany

Uses aot Permined. No unlawful activity is . use , or

consumption of iilcoholic beverages or tobacco at the Projcct is not pemuued. Conduct
inconsistent with District polici~, including tho~ prohibiting firearms, is not pemllned.
City ~hall not pefIDit or license any concession $ales itt or about the Project. nor permit
placmg Dfvcnding machines at tbt ProJect. without the prior wrinen consent ofDismct.

Supt'rvision or Use. 
s&lpervtsion fDr each Pany s IIse 

Use of Ibe Project. ~cept as 
shall have sole and exclUSive 

Projecl Ownership. Neither 
vcst any ownership interest of the City in the Project or the real propeny upon which 
Project is located. The City s righ~ to the Project and the real property upon which the

Project 15 

Ownership of the Project and the real propeny upon which the Project is situated remains
vested solely in the DiStrict.

RECREATION CENTER REVENUE.

Revenue Der...~d- s or

City s use of a Recreation Center 

incurred ID connecllon with such use.

OWDenhip lad Use of 

Recrear;on Ct!nlers. Revenue of all th~ Recreation 
to pay operating cOStS of 

improvements to the Rccteation Centers as agreed upon by the Panics.

JOINT USF. ACREEMEJljT
L~\AlOOO us0lC1'I'I OF 
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Ownership of Revenue. Revenue not used pursuant to Paragraph 5. 1. 1f any, generatcd
by Clty s use ofthe Project shall be the sole propeny of City. Revenue not 
to Paragr.sph 5. 1. if any. genenucd by District's use of the Project shall be the solc
propeny of Distnct.

2.3 Co"cess,on Slunds. Jlendlng Machilles. Notwithstanding any other provision of this

Agreement. re\tenue 
sball be the sole propeny of the District. Such revenue shall not be deemed revenue of a
Recrc:atlon Center and is 

RECREATION CENTEa COSTS.

6.1 Ciry Costs. There shan be no s use of the Recreation
CenterS exccpt as provided for in Ibis Agreement.

6.2 Program Operations. 
relating to the operation of any recreabonal or other program conducted 
the Recreauon . supervision,

employees, and incidental costs in connection therewith.

Mamteuance. DiStrict shall perform all 
cleanliness, safety, andavaiJllbility for U$C. 

perfonn such maintenance. DiStrict s maintenante obligations hereunder shall begin at
inception of US~ of each 

maintenance: shall be bom~ equally betWeen the Parties.

Exclusions From Maiateaace. 
be limited to costS tor Ibc rcpair 
Rccreation Center and does not include enhancements, additions, Or other modifications.

CJeaaing. Each pany using a Recreation 
to the other Pany s use thereof and shall bear the coSts of such 

Utilities.

6.1 Rec:reunon Dlsa1ct shall obtain and maintain unlity 
nec~ssary for the use of the Recreation Centers.

Utility Se"",('t!s. Except for 
sCNices for Recreation C.:ntcrs shall be bome equally by Dismct and City. 
service is not separarcJy billed or 

City documentation regarding utility 

JOINT USE AGREEMENT
LYNWOOOuSOinn O~ 1. \'NwOUP
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Telephone and Tb~ City and me Disuict each shall installlts own
t.:lephoue and te1ecommunication lines and equ1pmenl for its 
Centers and shall be responsible for its own respective telephone and telecommunications
costs.

Paymel2l for City shall pay its ponion of utilitY costs for Recreanon Centers

to District thiny (30) days ofpresel1tation by District of a statcment to City of such costs.

DAMAGE OR DESTRUCTION TO PROJECT.

IDluraatt 
destroyed b)' an event covered by msurancc, District may at its sole discretion use the
proceeds of such insurance to repair, 
ponion destroyed or damaged: if such insurance proceeds are 
City each shall be responsible for payment of one-half of the deductible, if any, on such

insUfllI1ce.

No IDsuraa~e Conrage. 

destroyed by an event not covered by insurance, and the Disuict reasonably 
that the extent of damage or 
the District shall in its sole discretion 

, Of rebuild

such Recreation Center.

Responsibility of Parties. 
, if the

Project or ponions thereof are damaged or 
causing or pennlning such abuse or neglect to occur shall be 
of repairs or replacements ariSUlg out of 

or relaled to such abuse or neglect.

INSURANCE.

Coveral~ AIDOUDIS. Each Pany 

Agreement, comprehensive public: 
described herein in a tonn 

amounts:

Workers CompensaDon .
Propeny damage
Bodily injury, including death

Each person

Aggregate
Automobile Liability

In accordance with law.
$10 000.000

S 2,000 000
S 5 000,000
$ 2,000,000

JOINT u~E 
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11.1

11.

11.3

11.4

Cenificates of Insurance. 

insurance setting fonh the amounts . Board
and/or Council Members ar~ 
the Pany s insurer shall provide thirty (30) days ' written nonce to the other pany prior to
any mat~al change. 

Third Pany 
Center to obtatn insurance upon the terms and in !be 
Paragraph 8 and 10 name the Panies, th.:ir employees, Board and Council Members as
additional 

INDEMNITY. The City and Distnct each 
other and the employees, Councilor 
claims, demands, liabilities. actions, or causes of actiOns arismg out of or rela1ed to their
respectiv.: use of the ProjeCt.

TERM OF ACREEMENT. The five (25) years from
the date fim written abo\fe.

TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT.

Project Drnlopmcar. If 
Recreuion Centers. this 

remaimng Recreation Centcr5. If de\'elopmcnt of the Project is 3llered to eliminate all 
the Recreation Cemers. or if District elects not to 
provide City wrinen norice of same and, in such case, this Agreement shall terminate as
of the date of such notice.

Default. Either the District or the City may Icnninate this Agreement upon the default by
the other Pan)' in itS perfonnance of a material obligation under this Agreemc:m.

Notice of Der.UIL Termination arthis 
defa~ring Pany to the other ~ning fonh the 
measures required to cure default, 

Notice of Default. "

Care _of Default. If a Pan)' in 

commence cure actions and 
shall 1mmnale founeen (14) days from the date of the 
receivmg such NOlice of Default shall immediatel)' 
dlligentJy prosecllte same to completion, this Agreement shall remain eff~(, 

JOINT USE "GRJ:IoMEhl
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12.

12.

12.

12.

12.5

12.

12.

MISCELLANEOlJS.

RelarioDship of Parlies. Under no circumstances 

one of agency. pannersbip, 

City. Each Pany acknow 
or impression of having, any lcgitl authority to bind or commit the other Pany in any way.

Moditication. This 
agreement 1D 

CooperatioD. The panies 
effectuilte the provisions armis 
and cooperation with other govemmenut a~encies or others involved in the 
CenTers. and to do 

effect to the provisions of this Agreement.

Notices. All notices required or ptrmined of each Pany under this 
given in wnting, by personal 

postage prepaid, ret\1m receipt reqlle5te4, addressed to:

If to City: City ofLynwood
11330 Bulbs Road
Lynwood. CA 90262
Ann: City Manager

If to Disnlct: Lynwood Unified School DistricT
11321 Bullis Road
Lyn,.,ood, CA 90262
Ann: Superintendent

S~v~rabiliry. Should any ponion. tenn, condinon, or provision of this 
delermmed in a final judgment or order of a court of competent jurisdiction to be illegal
void, unenforceable, or in conflicr with of Califomia, this Agreement
shall remain in full force and 
remainmg pon1ons, terms, conditions, and provisions shaU not be affected thereby.

Wainrs. All 
waiver of an)' term or condition shall 

Applicable La",. This 
the Stare of California and as if drafted by both Panies.

J(JINf usE AGREEMENT
J. YN W(JOaJ uSDIC'n Y \'NWOOD
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12. Riches and IhlDedies are Cumulative. Except as 
thiS Agr~ement, the nghts and remedies of the Parties are cumulative . and the exercise by

a Pm)' of one or more of i~ right or remedies 
same time or at dlfL:rent limes, of any other rights or remedies for 
other default by the other Pany

129 Assignment. This Agreement shall not be assignable by either pany 
prior written cons~nt of the other Party.

12.10 Tbird Party 
rights upon any pany not a signatory to this Agreement.

12 - 11 
Panies and their successors and assigns-

12.12 Entire 
agreement of the Parues wilb 
supersedes all previous 
the subject maner of this Agrccmcm.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. the Pames 
day and year first wrinen above.

t YNWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL
DlSTRlCT.
a California Public School DIstrict

CITY OF L YNWOOD,
a Municipal Corporarion

By: By;

TUle; Title:

Approved as to FOlIn Approved as to Form

By:
COWlSel for 
District

8y;
COWlScl for 

JOINT us~ AI.ORJ;EMaoIT

I. YNWOOD uSDiCli.y Of L YNW~&)
FEBRUARY 9 . ZOOI



APPENDIX F
NOISE DATA



PART 2

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS



ON-SITE TRAFFIC NOISE LEVELS AND NOISE CONTOURS

Project Number: 
Project Name: LUSD 

Background Information

Model Description:
Source of Traffic Volumes:
Community Noise Descriptor:

FHWA Highway Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-108) with California Vehicle Noise (CALVENO) Emission Levels

Paul Singer, P.E., March 2001L".: 
Assumed 24.Hour Traffic DistribUtion: Day vening Night

Total ACT Volumes 77.700"" 12.70% 60%

Medium-Duty Trucks 87.43% 05% 52%

Heavy-Duty Trucks 89.10% 2.84% 06%

Analysis Condition Design Vehicle Mix Distance from Centerline of Roadway

Roadway Name Median ADT Speed Alpha Medium Heavy CNEL at Dislance to Contour

Roadwa Segment Lanes WIdth (mp/I) Factor Trucks Trucks 100 Feet 70 CNEL 65 CNEL 60 CNEL

Existing Traffic VoIunws
Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd.

west of Wright Road 750 60. 106

Wright Road
south of MLK. Jr. Blvd. 300 57.

, Distance IS from the centertine of the roadway segment to the IDeation.

. -

' = contour is loCated within the roadway lanes.

On-Site Noise Contours EIP Associates 12/18/01
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II 
CEQA Requirements

Before approving a project, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires the Lead

Agency to prepare and certify a Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR). 
of a Final EIR are specified in Section 15132 of the CEQA Guidelines . which states that:

The Final EIR shall consist of

(a) The Draft EIR or a revision of the Draft

(b) Comments and 
summan.

(c)

(d)

A list of persons , organizations , and public agencies commenting on the 

The 
review and consultation process

(e) Any other information added by the Lead 

An overview of the contents of the Final EIR, indicating compliance with Section 15132 of the

CEQA Guidelines, is provided in Section IC 
Part II of this document.

The Lead Agency (the Lynwood Unified School 
commented on the Draft EIR with a copy of the District s response to those comments at least
10 days before , the District 

opportunity for members of the public to review the , though this

is not a requirement of CEQA.

Public Review Process

The Draft EIR for the Proposed New High 
the public, agencies, and day public review period that began on

January 18, 2002 and concluded on March 4, 2002. The Draft EIR was also 
agencies for review through the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research. A notice

of the availability of the Draft 
property owners in the vicinity of the project site, and also posted on the 

locations around Ham Park). A notice of availability 

January 23, 2002. During , the public, local, and State agencies submitted

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



1. I ntrodllction

\vritten comments on the Draft EIR. , five written comment

letters on the Draft EIR were 

Contents and Organization of the Final EIR

This Final EIR is composed of two distinct parts. They are as 

Part 1

Part 2

Draft EIR and This part 

environmental conditions on the project site, and in the vicinity of the project

site; analyzes potential impacts on 
identifies mitigation measures that could 
significant impacts; evaluates cumulative impacts that would 
project in combination with other future projects or growth that could occur in
the region; analyzes growth-inducing impacts; and provides a full 

the alternatives to the proposed project , reduce, or avoid

project-related impacts. Refer to the Table of Contents provided in Part I of this

Final EIR for a complete list of Appendix titles.

Response to Comments and This part

contains an explanation of the fonnat 

changes to the Draft EIR; a complete , organizations , and

public agencies that commented on the 

received by the LUSD on the proposed project, the Lead Agency s responses to

those comments; and the Mitigation Monitoring Program 

Use of the Final EIR

The Final EIR 
review revisions to the Draft EIR, the response to comments, and other 

EIR, such as the MMP, prior to approval 

environmental document to support approval of the proposed project, either in whole or in part.

After completing the Final EIR, and before approying the project, the Lead Agency must make

the following three certifications as required by Section 15090 of the CEQA Guidelines:

That the Final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA

That the Final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the Lead 
that the decision-making body reviewed and considered the infonnation in the Final EIR
prior to approving the project

That the Final EIR reflects the Lead Agency s independent judgment and 

2 - LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



1. 111trodll,tlOl:

Additionally, pursuant to Section , when a \gency

approyes a project that would result in significant, unavoidable impacts that are disclosed in the

Final EIR, the agency must state in writing its reasons for supporting the approyed action. This

Statement of Overriding Considerations is supported by 
\vhich includes this Final EIR. 
una,"oidable impacts, the 

Statement of Oyerriding Considerations if it approyes the proposed project.

These certifications , the Findings of Fact, and the Statement of Overriding 

included in a 

submitted to the Lynwood Unified School District for consideration of the proposed project.

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



II. TEXT CHANGES TO THE DRAFT 

Format of Text Changes

Text changes are intended to 
comments received on the document, or as initiated by District staff. 
Section H.B as excerpts from the Draft EIR text, with a line through deleted text and a double
underline beneath inserted text.

Text Changes

This section includes revisions to text, by Draft EIR Section, that were initiated either by Lead
Agency staff or in response to public comments. The 
in the Draft EIR.

Chapter 1, page 1-13, Mitigation Measure

HAZ-2: Site preparation demolition activities shall conform to the
recommendations of the 

Investi~ation as approved bv the DTSC In the event , obvious or 
contamination, or other features or materials that could present a threat to 
environment are discovered during grading or excavation of the site, work shall cease immediately. A
risk management plan shall be prepared that: (1) identifies the 
potencial risk each 
construction and post-development; and (2) describes measures to be taken 
the public from exposure to potential site hazards. Such 
including, but not limited to, physical site controls during construction, remediation, long-term
monitoring, post-development maintenance or , or some combination 

Depending on the nature of contamination, if any, appropriate agencies shall be notified (e.g. , Ciry of
Lynwood Fire Department, the Los 
Programs Division, and the DTSC). A site , which meets OSHA requirements
shall be prepared and in place prior to commencing work in any contaminated 
through its contractor, shall ensure proper implementation of the health and safety plan.

Chapter 1.0, Table 1-1, page 1-15, Mitigation Measure

HYD-1: The design of the proposed project applicable provisions 'of the
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan if reouired bv the SUSMP shall include

structural or other measures to collect and treat the first 
and control peak flow discharge.

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR II-



II. Text 

Chapter 1.0, Table 1-1, page 1-17, Impact, fourth row

Noise would not be Peak Roi3f

kveb from \ ~. aRclll, el'lIge da: flight

Reise In eb dHf'ing .ffl6iffit

fioi3e !e. eb t5 the \ CNEL. The 
levels monitored approximatelv 50 feet from a similar practice/nhvsical education field in an 
quiet em'ironment averaeed 54. 0 dBA 
Cortland .:\ venue would be 

level alon!," Cortland Avenue 
to existinp- noise levels p-enerated b" 

Chapter 1.0, Table 1-1, page 1- , Impact, second row

District school 
Development of the proposed project and the other school projects are 
overcrowding, and would not directly result in a substantial increase in population. 
related District projects would result in the removal of a total ill dwelling

units. The Relocation Plan mile

radius.

Related projects could increase the number 
adjacent cities have policies and 
portion of this 000 vacant housing units in Los Angeles County

the existing housing would accornrnodate demand associated with the related projects.

The removal of ill dwelling units would not s 2000-25 household

forecast for the City. The related 
replaced by 2005. In addition, none of the related projects within the City would result in 
of housing units. The City s adopted Housing Element 
available to accornrnodate the City s fair share of housing need. including replacement housing.

Chapter 2.0 Project Description, first paragraph, page 2-

This section describes the project location, the existing characteristics of the project site and the

surrounding area, the need for the project, the project s objectives, the characteristic of the proposed

project, and project approvals required for implementation of the proposed project. Information on

the Droiect need the site 
RetJort on the which is her~ 
Information from this report is included in this section.
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11. Te,:t Chl1!l~eJ to the Draf.~ EJR

Section 2.0 Project Description, first bulleted list, page 2-

'\-

orlh--J\Iartin Luther King Jr. Boulenrd, beyond which are single- family residenrial

propertIes

South--Cortland Street, beyond which are single- family residenrial properries and a mobile

home park

East- rright Road, beyond which are industrial uses

West-Louise Walnut, and Duncan Avenues , beyond which are residenrial properries

Section 2.0 Project Description, second bulleted list, page 2-

5246 Marrin Luther King)r: Blvd. 5229 Walnut Ave.

~5242 Martin Luther King)r. Blvd. 5235 Walnut Ave.

5234 Marrin Luther King)r. Blvd. 5241 Walnut Ave.

5230 Marrin Luther King)r. Blvd. 5247 Walnut Ave.

5224 Martin Luther King)r. Blvd. 11500 Louise Ave.

5222 Martin Luther King)r. Blvd. 11506 Louise Ave.

5212 Martin Luther King)r. Blvd. 11512!a Louise Ave.

5206 Marrin Luther King)r. Blvd. 11522 Louise Ave.

11404 Duncan Ave. 11526 Louise Ave.

5203 Walnut Ave. 11532 Louise Ave.

5207 Walnut Ave. 11534 Louise Ave.

5215 Walnut Ave. 11540 Louise Ave.

5219 Walnut Ave. 11544 Louise Ave.

5225 Walnut Ave.

Section 2.0 Project Description, second paragraph, page 2-

.. .

Based upon a review of the inirial site assessment, 
adjacent E8Bftfigf:mH~fit Environmental

Assessment (PEA) must be prepared to further evaluate potential risks...

Section 3.6 Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Less-than-Significant Impacts, second
paragraph, page 3.

... The HRA (ineltsBeB . herein inco1;porated in its entirerv bv reference) concluded

that for carcinogenic exposures, the 5xlO.6 (0.5 in one million) for

students and 9.0xlO-6 (9.0 in one million) for employees. In comparison to the established 
of one in one hundred thousand (1.OxlO-S), carcinogenic risks fall within acceptable limits. 
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II. Text Changes 

Section 3.6 Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Mitigation Measures , first paragraph,
page 3.

HAZ-2: Site preoaration PTadinr demolition and post-demolition to the
recommendations of the final Preliminarv Environmental 
Investieation as aporoyed bv the DTSC. In the event or suspected
contamination or other features or materials that could present a threat to or the
environment are discovered during grading or excavation of the site, work shall cease immediately. A
risk management plan shall be prepared that: (1) identifies the of concern and the
potential risk each to hwnan 
construction and post-development; and (2) describes measures to be taken to protect workers and
the public from exposure to potential site hazards. Such of options
including, but not , physical site controls during construction, remediation. long-term
monitoring, post-development maintenance or access limitations or some combination thereof.
Depending on the nature of contamination if any, appropriate agencies shall be notified (e.g. , City 
Lynwood Fire Department, the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works Environmental
Programs Division, and the DTSC). A site health and , which meets OSHA requirements
shall be prepared and in place prior to commencing work in any contaminated 
through its contractor, shall ensure proper implementation of the health and safety plan.

Section 3.7 Hydrology and Water Quality, first paragraph, page 3.

...

On January 26 2000 the LARWQCB adopted a 
(SUS:MP) for use by builders, land developers, engineers, planners, and others to develop post-
construction 
categories, including certain projects greater than 100 000 square feet, which au::refere ...etile

apply to the proposed project. The SUSMP requires that the specified projec~ be designed so as to
collect and treat the first of stormwater runoff from the site, and control peak flow discharge
to provide stream channel and overbank flood protection.

Section 3.7 Hydrology and Water Quality, Mitigation Measures, page 3.

HYD- 1 : The design of the proposed project shall comply with the applicable provisions of the
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan if reauired bv the SUSMP

shall include or other measures to collect and treat the 
stormwater runoff from the site, and control peak flow discharge.

Section 3.9 Noise, Less-than-Significant Impacts, last paragraph, pages 3. 9 to 3.

School operations would include noise from students using the school and the 
noise from school bells. The of the

project site. The 
school buildings on the northern portion of the project site. However, the residences to the south
and the west of the project could be affected by potential noise from the 
were reviewed for typical noise levels from playgrounds and ball fields, and the findings indicate that

at distances of 100 to 300 feet, peak noise levels from a typical playground and ball field would be
betWeen 65 to 74 dBA L.:~, afiaverage 
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II. Te.':1 Chan...~eJ 10 tilt' 

field, .. oule BE '. CP-;-EL. . \ea. iaes Il! the ould Be eefl~l:;tel.

Yith el:1rreficl 6eet:'J:1' ,,-ithin tl.Hifit- nOL;C

eft (H-Bfimefitl11 ifieh:loes Heise ;11 , s , the amBieHt Hoise Ie. eb to the semft IInd

... cst : Be~ eea 60 

monitored approximately 50 feet from a similar practice/physical education field in an existinv 
environment a,.erap"ed 54.0 dBA Ln while the football team scrimma~ed 

and srudents played a rCirv of Thousand Oaks California Lutheran Cniversitv Master

Plan EIR 
~enerated in the southern Dart of the campus and 
from the nearest residences 
be aODroxllnateh' 48.0 dBA L.q which is less than the 

Avenue of aporoximateh. 
levels p"enerated bv recreational activities within the 
acti,'ities occurrinp- at the athletic fields would not 
cause a substantial increase in existinf noise levels.

Section 3. 10 Population and Housing, 1st full paragraph, page 3.10-

Development of the proposed high school, new 

Lugo Elementary Schools would result in the removal of a total of ill dwelling

units, including the 47 dwelling units 
Although the construction schedules of the proposed school projects are not currendy known, some

overlap of construction may occur, which would result in concurrent 

more than location. The LUSD would be 
displaced residents , which would be 
identified above.

Section 3.10 Population and Housing, page 3.10-

The removal of ill dwelling units (and -H+ ill households. if occupied at the City average)

would not significantly s 2000-25 honsehold forecast for the City (i. , a difference in the

growth rate of 0.9 percent). The related demolitions do not r units anticipated

to be replaced by 2005. In addition, none of the related projects within the City identified in Table 2-

2 would result in demolition of housing units. The City s adopted Housing Element concludes that

there are suitable s fair share of , including

replacement housing, and it has fifth of the 979 units 

1998-2005 planning period. Therefore, the proposed project's housing impacts will not cause a

significant impact on the environment. and no mitigation is required. Cumulative impacts 
with proposed project conformance with General Plan goals and aIt...discussed in section

8 (Land Use).

Section 7.1 Citations, page 7-

PCR Services CotJ'oration 2002. Health Risk 4ssessmenl 

Park rite Prf:pared for I.vnwood Unified School District 

San Gabriel and Lower Los Project rtatus RetJorl.

Tanuarv 11.

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR
II-



II. Tex-t Changes to the Drq!! 

Figure Changes

Figure 2-4: Project Site Existing Conditions Conceptual Drawing, page 2-

Cr1tfl1l6!1. Avenue

11- LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



M
A

R
T

IN
 L

U
T

H
E

R
 K

IN
G

 J
R

. B
LV

D

...
...

...
...

...
..

G
R

A
SS

A
R

E
A

~.
...

...
.. 

...
.. 

...
. .

.. 

.. 
. .

 . 
. .

 . 
. .

 . 
. I

 I 
. I

 I 
I I

 . 
I .

 I 
I I

 I 
1.

1

W
 .

;::
. .

C
( 

.
w

 .
en

 - 
.

:
:
J
 
.

0 
.

-J
 .

!I
i

'
 
'
' ,

: ~
 

:, 
, 

' '
. .

 
. '

. ,
 

P
L
A
Y
I
N
~
 
F
I
E
L
D
 

,
.
.
 
I
 
1
.
.
.
I
i
.
 

W
A
L
N
U
T
 
A
V
E

~.
 '

. .
: C
O
R
T
L
A
N
D
 
A
V
E

N
ot

 to
 S

ca
le

SO
U

R
C

E
: 

C
ity

 o
f 

ly
nw

oo
d 

la
nd

 U
se

 M
ap

 1
99

0

fI
P 

L
E

G
E

N
D

E
xi

st
in

g 
R

es
id

en
ce

s

- 
-

H
am

 M
em

or
ia

l P
ar

k

...
..

P
ro

je
ct

 S
ite

 B
ou

nd
ar

y

A
bb

ot
t R

es
id

en
ce

Pa
rk

in
g

r-
IG

U
nF

 2
-

P
ro

je
ct

 S
ite

 E
xi

st
in

g 
C

on
di

tio
ns

 C
on

ce
pt

ua
l D

ra
w

in
g

I.y
nw

oo
d 

Ilr
lif

ir~
d 

'jf
 1

10
01

 I
JI

'
II"

 I



II 
Overview

The Draft ErR for the Proposed New High 
the public, agencies, and day public review period that began on

January 18 , 2002 and concluded on March 4, 2002. The Draft ErR was 
agencies for review through the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research. "-\ notice

of the anilability of the Draft ErR for 
property owners in the , and also posted on the 
locations around Ham Park). A Lynwood journal 

January 23 , 2002. During the , the public and local and state 
written comments on the Draft ErR. , five written comment
letters on the Draft ErR were 

Table III- l provides the 
presented in alphabetical order by state agencies , regional agencies , local agencies , community

groups , and individuals; the (2) reference code used to identify the commenter; and (3) the page

number where the comments and 
provides a matrix of commentors and the 
comments on the Draft ErR.

TABLE 111- LIST OF COMMENTORS

Commentor No. Commentor

State Agencies
Commentor Code Page Numbers

Office of Planning and Research OPR III-

Dept. of Transportation DOT III-

City of Lynwood

City Manager s Office Lynwood 
Individuals

Luis and Petra Carcarno Carcamo III-

Gabriel Sandoval Sandoval III-

The complete text of the comments, and the LUSD' s response to those comments, is presented

in this section, with written comments reproduced in their 

comments presented thereafter.

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR III-
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III. CommentJ and ResDonJC',

Comments and Responses to Comments

Comments received on the Draft 
responses to those comments, in the following 

(3) Los Angeles County agencies; (4) the City of Lynwood; and (5) 

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR III-



Gray Davis
COVUNOR.

STATE OF 

....

tJo.'''''''''

'''

ti 
'')o

,,0t0 CII' 'iI''''
GOVERNOR' S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH

State Clearinghouse SteYen A Nissen
DIRECTOR

March 5, 2002

Berba Del Rivero
Lynwood Unified School Di$trict
11321 Bullis Road
LYDwood. CA 90262

Subject: Lynwood Unified School District Proposed New High School
SelI#: 2001051139

Dear Bema Dd Rivero:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above IIUIIII DrIft EIR to selected state agencies for review. 
enclosed Document DetailS Report please 
reviewed your document. The review period 
responding agency (ies) is (are) eac1osed. Iftbia commempackage is 
Clcuingbouse immediately. Please ref. s ten-digit Swe Clearin8housc number in future

cotTCSpondencc so that we may reSpOIId pcompt1y.

Please nOIe that Section 21l04(c) 

A responsible or other public 
activities involved in a project which are within ID area at expertise of the agency or which arc
required to be CArried out or apprumi by die apacy. Tbose 

&pCCific documentati01l.

These cOl1UDlmts arc 
more information or clarification of die enciosed c:oaunenu, we 
commenting agency directiy.

This letter acknowledges that 
environmental documentS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. 
Clearinghouse: at (916) 445-0613 if you have any qucstioDs 

Sincerely,

':::::t 

Director, SUte CleariDgbouIe 

Enclosures
cc: Resources Asency

1400 TENTH STRUT P.O, lOX S044 3Q44

!/J6-44S.06B PAX !H'-3~30J' WWW. OPR.CA.GOV/CLMIUNGHOUSE..HTML 1II-



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data 

s~, 
Project 71tJe Lynwood Unified School District Proposed New High School

Le.d Agency 

o..crlptiO"
7)rpe SR 

III-

The project proposes constl\ldlon of 8 new high school on 14.8 acres that would eccommodate

approximately 1,600 students. The e)llStlng Lynwaod High School was originally designed WIth a

capacity 'or 3,472 students, but currently enrolls apptOJlimately 4.348 students (approximately 874
students over capacity). The propOll8d new high 
high school by provtcing capacity for approximately 800 currently enrolled high school students. ~nd
accommodate enrolment growth anticipated 8S exiitlng middle and elementary students grow older.
No overalllncnNlse in 
site or suffiCient size to acc0mm0dat8 the 8Choolstrudurus aftd 
Clatrid proposes to acquire John D. Ham Memorial Park and ?:T residential parcels located
immediately 
of recreational programs. The 
King. Jr. Blvd. and Wright Road, would be relocated as pan of Ih8 propOMd project. The project would
include approximately 162,000 groaa &quare feet of clHSrooma and academIC uses. gymnasium and

recreational facilities, and 8drnini&tratlve and related support space, inclucting 
center. The pI'Op058d praject 

Including clas&roorn& and other edUCalionel facilities, r8Creatlonal facilities such a$ playing r...ciS and a

gymnaalum , and admlnlltrative and reI8t8d auppDrt 
be pfOYlded on the &iW, In 8 

and other recreational amenities would be Incorporated into the 
Indicate thai lighted baR fields would not remain at the project site If the City enters In a Joint Us~
Agreement, as propoaed by the D/Strict. The recreational facilities In the park 
to area resldents during non-ec:hooi hours, weekends, and holiday..

"...... RI.ooft~ in 



Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

Lead Agency Contact
fUme 

AI""CY Lynwood Unified School District
Phone 

81D1i1

Address 11321 BuRIa Road

City Lynwood St8fe CA Zip 90262

Project LocatJon
Counly Los Angelu

CIty Lynwood

Region
ero.s Sfleet5

P.,. No.
Town5hip

Martin Luther King Jr. 
multiple
3S Range 12W s.:IIon B_. S. Gale

Proximity to:
HIghw.y. /.505. 710

AkpotfS Compton
""Hways SPRR

w.tenN,. Los Angeles Riv8l'
~htJOl$ 

Lilnd U. 
Project,...,. AestheticlVlsuat: Air Quality: ArchatOlogJc..Hlatoric; Forest LandIFlre Hazard: Flood PlatnlFloodIng;

GeotogiclSei&mic; Job Generation; NeliA: Public Services; SchoalslUntversltlea; Septic System: Sewer

Capacity: Solid Waste; Sol ErosionlCompactiarVGr8ding: 
Quality; Water Supply. Wllcllfe; Growth Inducing; L8ndu8e; CumulatIVe Effects

Aelfiew/ng
Ag8ndH

Resources Agency; Department of 

Historic Preservation: Department of Pal1cs 8nd A8ctH1Ian; Department of Water 
Califomia Highway Patrol; Callrans. DlBttIct 7; Regional Water Quality Control Board. Region 9;
Department of Toxic SUbstanc8s Control; Native Am8rican Heritage CammiaBion: State Land!
Commtssion; Other Agency(les)

OllIe R8CfIind SWt Gt Review 01/1812002 End of R.vi.w 0310412002

III-

Note: Slanka in d8ta fteld& 

---- 

.._._--~. - ..-. a-- ''''8#''''"'''~

'''''' ""'''''"' ....



...

STAT': ~P' CALlTORNlA- 1ItJStNRS& 'I'llANBPORTATlON AND HOUSINO.AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL PLANNING
IGRlCEQA BRANCH
120 s. SPRING ST.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
PHONE (ZI3) 
FAX (211) 897-1337

lli

m ~ m ,,\ i 

~; ~~, 

IGRlCEQACII020196

STATE CLEA~I~I'" '

' -~ : - - 

City 
New LJDWood High 
Martia Lutha- KiDs Ir.IWript 

Vie. LA-71o-16.
SCH #112001051139

C&AT nAVIS CD""""'"

F/i:z pru J1G"~!/k-vdktiMlt!

Ms. Bcrtba del RiYerO 
Lynwood Unified School DiAria
11321 Bullis Rei.
Lynwood, CA 90262

Dear Ma. Del Rivero:

1Dank you fi:Jr including the CalifCll'Dia Dcp.u1llWat ofTnmpartation in the 
for the f!l8lIIII_tJ::.

AD tpp\ic:able tnaspartIIiCII 
rKaIIUDend the use of 
school sitE.

We m:ammend dial: c:aasinICtiaa ..... vuc:k 

commute ptriods.

If it is determined tbat Doise 
facility, noise ad/at architectural design e1em8l!S
may be Deeded.

If you baWl any questions regardiDg our raponse. 

plcac do DOt 

Siaa:reb'.

0rlJiMl 

STEPHEN BUSWEU.
IORICEQA Br8Dda Cbief

ce: Mr. Scott 

III- ~_mva~.c:118 



III. C07J17J1en!,f ft1oll,fC,

Responses to Letter from State of 

OPR-

OPR-

Response

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment #

OPR-

OPR-

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Note: Responses to the comments from the Department of Transportation are providedseparately. 

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR III-



STATE OF CAUFORNIA-BUSINESS TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS GovHnor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICl' 7, REGIONAL PLANNING
IGRlCEQA BRANCH
120 S. SPRING ST.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
PHONE (213) 897-4429
FAX (213) 897- 1337

...,,.

Flex your power.'
Be eDergy ef1icieIlt.'

February 6, 2002

IGR/CEQA csI020196
DEIR
City of Lynwood
New Lynwood High School
Martin Luther King Jr./Wright Ave.
Vie. LA-71O- 16.59
SCH # 2001051139

Ms. Bertha del Rivero
Lynwood Unified School District
11321 Bullis Rd.
Lynwood. CA 90262

Dear Ms. Del Rivero:

Thank you for including the California Department ofTnmsportation in the environmental review process
for the above-mentioned project. Based 

All applicable 1ransportation related safety measures will need to be implemented. We
recommend the use of multi-passenger vehicles to transport students 

to and fi-om the proposed

school site.

We recommend that construction related truck trips en State highways be limited to off-peak
commute periods.

If it is determined that noise fi-om freeway traffic may have an impact 
facility, noise attenuation measures such as sound may be needed. 

If you have any questions regarding , and

please do not hesitate to contact me at (213) 8974429.

Sincerely,

---- ..-

-'Of. --

...

STEPHEN BUSWEti.
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief

cc: Mr. Scott 

CaltrM1B improves mobility III-



III. 

Responses to Letter from California Depanment of Transportation

Comment #

DOT-

DOT-

Response

Comment noted.

The Draft EIR 
potentially significant impact related to traffic safety:

\s required by the . the District

shall update the designated safe routes to schools for the existing 
school and identify the proposed high

sch901.

ith inclusion of , the Draft EIR 
impact of the 

significant level.

TR-

All other project-specific impacts of the project related to 

were determined to be , the following mitigation

measures were included to further reduce these less than significant impacts.

TR-

TR-

TR-

All bus 
restricted to the designated areas as indicated on the site plan.

No Stopping" signs betWeen 6:00 A. :'\f. and 8:00 , :,\1. and T\!.

and 4:00 P.M. along Martin Luther King Jr. 
posted on both sides, and Duncan Avenue and \Vright Road, also on

both sides.

Students, faculty, and employees should park on the school site 

avoid harm and inconvenience to the 

District shall cooperate with the Los Angeles 
responding to complaints regarding unauthorized off-campus parking.

Special provisions including hand guidance and direction to 
must be pre-planned and organized in a manner that will eliminate 

minimize parking intrusion to the adjacent residential 
event parking should utilize unoccupied playing 

parking to avoid parking impacts on the adjacent residential 

In addition, the Draft EIR also 
reduce a potentially significant cumulative impact related to traffic 

TR-

CUM-l: The 

existing schools, at such time as the 
schools has been identified.

With inclusion of this , the Draft EIR 
cumulative impact of the project on pedestrian safety would be reduced to a 

III-LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



III. Comments and 

Comment #

DOT-

DOT -

DOT-

Response
than-significant level.

.As discussed in the 

mitigation measures included in the Draft EIR are considered conditions of project

approval. Approval of the project by the 
District to 
mitigation measures to the extent 

measures would be the responsibility of the LUSD' s Business Services Di\'ision.

To 
Proposed New High School, the district will utilize multi-passenger vehicles for
transport, which may include traditional school buses.

It is anticipated that delivery of construction 
from construction activities (including debris associated 
structures) would occur throughout the 
dispersed timing of such trips, it is not 
trips would result in any substantive , including during
peak traffic periods.

-\s discussed in the Draft EIR (on page 3. 3):

The project is proposed to be located on a site that is 000 and 1 200

feet west of the Long Beach Freeway (1-710) and between 1 200 and 1 400 feet
north of the Century 105). These two transportation corridors 

the dominant sources of background noise in the project vicinity

Impact N-2 acknowledged that exterior noise levels at the project site would affect
school use, but that:

Noise generated by traffic on the 
distance and shielded by the residences, industrial uses , and other obstructions

between the freeways and the school site." (Draft EIR, page 3.

To reduce potential noise effects, the Draft EIR 
specific mitigation measure:

The 
construction techniques such as minimization of 

provision of double-paned windows, insulation of walls, ceilings ap.d

doors and 
provide an interior noise environment that is below 50 dBA CNEL.

With inclusion of the above mitigation measure, the impact of ambient noise levels

on the proposed project would be less than 

Comment noted.

III - LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR



City of 

v\ Cit9 vUeetu.g CItaQQeIIg~

..-- ~-..; 

AU.AMIIKA CITY

III1 '
11330 BULLIS ROAD

LYNWOOD. CALIFORNIA 90262

(310) 603-0220

March 4, 2002

Bertha del Rivero, Public Information Officer
Lynwood Unified School District
11321 Bullis Road 
Lynwood, CA 90262

RE: Response to Draft 

Dear Ms. Rivero:

The 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for 
Park. 
have conducted 
resolving any issues or disagreements regarding the proposed project.

On June 27, 2001 the City of 
Education summarizing various environmental and safety concerns. 

held a meeting with the City of review the 
September 13, 2001.

The City of Lynwood has reviewed the Draft 
Ham Park. The City is a 
safety and welfare of 70,000 
responsibilitie~ to the citizens, 

quality and 
recreation, housing, and light/glare. 

Water Quality and hvdrology: The Draft 
would comply with the 

(SU5MP). 
State Law is not identified. 
Municipal Code (LMC) is not addressed.

III-



Land Use: The project is 
Land Use Designation, the Draft EIR does 
comply with the for conditional use permit, and
development standards would be violated to include but not be limited 
setbacks and building height.

Noise: The Draft 
General Plan maximum of 65dBA and the Zoning Code 
60 and 65 based on the time of day.

Public Services: A new high school would greatly increase the need for
police services provided by the Los 
does not address such levels or who would bear the cost burden.

ODen Space and The 
significant park area. The 5 acres of park per

000 residents. Currently the City , less than one (1)
acre per 1 000 or 
provided. The Draft EIR 
parkland or provisions for repladng Oty recreational opportunities.

Traffic and Circulation: The Draft EIR does not state how the safe school
routes would be 
traffic figures for left turns from to the
subject property, and proposed mitigation measures.

PODulation and Housina: The State has identified the fair share of

new for the 1998 to 200S 

project proposes the 

replacement.

Light and Glare: The Draft 
glare i~pacts on adjacent 
story school, up to 48 feet in height.

In summary, the Draft EIR 
of the Fadlities Master 
school sites and two (2) 
address environmental impacts associated with all the existing 

Attached for your reference is the Letter from the City 
2001. The City of 
identified issues and concerns. 
Extension 200.

III -

I -
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Attachment: Letter , 2001
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City oJ !XNWOOD
City ChoQQeftgeg

t...

~...

AU.4ME"CA. CIT'!'

11330 BULLIS ROAD

LYNWOOD, CALIFORNIA 90262

(310) 603-0220

June 27, 2001

Lynwood Unified School District Board Members
C/O Bertha del Rivero,
Public Information Officer
Lynwood Unified School District
11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood, CA 90262

RE: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
Proposed High School at John Ham Park.

Dear Ms. Rivero and School Board Members:

The 
opportunity to review the Notice of 

Impact Report for the Proposed 
the need for new schools to accommodate 

The City Council and their staff is , safety and 
of approximately 70,000 
District' s desire to pursue 
potentially adverse impact can be reduced to a level of 
has a number of concerns with the 
the Initial Study. , concerns and comments
responsible City representatives have. 
School District schedule scoping meeting(s) to identify the 
the Environmental Impact Report.

Plannina

The State Department of 129
students for the 2000-2001 271 Freshmen

169 Sophomores, 988 Juniors and 710 
the Initial 300 is 
reduce the need from 800 students to 629 students.

III -



The Initial Study indicates that the 
joint use agreement 
history "appropriate times" for the City use of 
times that are appropriate." The 
Agreement provides for , times and 
the City and its 
can not off. Secondly, 
measures be implementable and not 
date (Kings County 
Cal.App.3d 692,727-728 (270CaI.Rptr.650). If the 
Agreement as a , the

Agreement must be executed by both parties prior to the project 

The 
Use and 
existing City of 

Code. 
the Zoning Code by the City.

The proposed project will 
because the proposed 
increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above existing 
without the project.

The pmposed 
Popula~ion and H0using 
from the existing housing market and there is no 
needs as 
legislation the City may even be f;ned 000 per unit for tj-I\;: homes 
the D:str:d rerroves. 
over 900 new 
Allocation 
of Governments (SCAG). The 
much needed housing stock.

The proposed project will 
Protection because in 
Sheriff' s Department is the 
.incidents at 

respond to the proposed 
Sheriff is currently born by the 
would be a separate contract between the Sheriff and the District.

III-



III-

The 
Recreation because the 

acres of recreation space 
that that space 
General Plan of the City 
within the 
acres. Even 

useable open space within the 
69,000 persons there are only 1.4 acres of 000 persons.
The recommended standard is 4 acres per 1,000 persons, which means
that the City of 

additional 180 acres of useable open space. Appropriate mitigation would
be for the 
alternate location.

Under the 
examine the alternative of "Centers of Excellence" as proposed by the
City. This 

through construction of "Centers of Excellence.

The 
learning community, 2) 
higher education, and 3) 
dispersal of students would have a 
services and may be the superior environmental alternative.

The smali learning community would include: academy only classes for 2-
4 years, a team of teacher managers, limited voluntary enrollment, and a
family Jide administrator and
counseici 5~pport and have othe,' courses and activities 
academy.

The 
component would 
parental involvement and support, business aild community speakers and
role models, field trips, job , workplace

internships, and 
articulation with postsecondary education 

The college preparation program would 
classes, broadly defined career , applied 

curriculum and common teacher planning time. 
include project based 
articulation.



The City would assist the 
sites, support the 
mitigation of any 
believes that the Center of 

traffic and 
broader area. The concept 

more students.

Examples of academies that have been 

the following:

Hoover High School
Advance Research and Technology (Fresno/Clovis)
Culinary Academy (Paso Robles)
Technology Academy (Beaumont)
Technology and Hospitality (Pomona)
New Media (Los Angeles)
Concert Production ' (Los Angeles)
Junior Police (Los 'Angeles)
Human Services (Los Angeles)
Graphic Arts/Multi-Media (Compton)

CommunitY DeveloDment

10) The 
provide information to the general 

phone calls and Facilities

Master Plan.
/I School 

thE: City of Lynwood 

11) Pursuant to the Lynwood 
for the following:

General Plan Amendment
Conditional Use Permit
Environmental Assessment

The zoning applications would be subject to 
Planning Commission and City 
hearings.

1II-



12)

13)

14)

15)

1II-

The project may have 
source of 

nighttime views in the area. 

new impervious surfaces and additional parking areas would require more
lighting. 
plan identifying light 
away from neighboring properties.

The 
objectionable odors 
Construction of the high 

according to School District staff and their 
construction equipment and dust 
properties in the 

created , implemented and monitored.

The project may be 
of the Uniform Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property. An 
specifically identifies soil type and compaction statistics.

The project may substantially alter the 
or area, or substantially increase the rate or amount or surface 
manner that 
buildings and 
patterns and 
measure would be 
additional impervious surfaces and runoff 
basins and storm drains.

16) The 
activities and use of a high 
storm dr?ins. An appropriate 

Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation 
State Regional Water 
Best fvianagement Practices to reduce 

storm drains.

17) The project 
noise 
project. A 
generating additional noise. An 
a noise surveyor 
term during construction and potential noise 



18)

19)

20)

21)

The project 
feature or incompatible use. An 
a detailed traffic 
analysis should focus on the 

Boulevard and Wright Road as well as residential intersections.

The project may result in inadequate 
mitigation measure would be to identify 
into all areas of the proposed high 

The proposed Lynwood 
affect 
would be for the 

potentially significant impacts and cumulative impacts of all proposed new
schools, school expansions and school 
the Ham Park EIR could be tier" EIR for future

projects.

What would be the effect of 
the deed restriction with 
the park shall always 
should prove a written determination to the City Attorney.

~5 Recreation Deoartment

22) If Ham Park is turned 
community center properties with equal 
City' s recreational activities will likely be lost. 
the City or 
fields and community cent€:-s. With the 
center there would likely be no 
conducted at this site.

23)

24)

Potential loss of the 

NRPA Park Acreage Recommendation 
Association is a 

Professionals in the field. This 

effort to set standards and 1. 000 residents. So, for 

city the size of the City of 
acres of park facilities/Open Space land.
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25)

26)

27)

28)

III-

The City of Lynwood h3s approximately 40 acres and 70 000

residents (Census 2000).A. B. C. 
The City of 
NRPA the 

the 700 acres it is 
present time.
With the elimination of 
from 6% to a bit over 

If the , there will be 
playgrounds for the general 

students due to security 
the area of 
Amigos Community Park for 
readily available in their own 
critically acute during the school hours of 7:30 a.m. to 3:00 p.

Will property be bought elsewhere to replace the 

Where will Ham Park be relocated?

Summer Day Camp that m. to

6:00 p.m. from mid June 
number of 
Center as well as the 

Lynwood Youth Center cannot adequately 
Camp 
youth be hOused if 

Public Works DeDartment

29) Traffic Circulation Traffic Conaestion:

The 
problems on Martin Luther King Jr. 
main entrances to the 

fact that s major 

volume of traffic onto the southbound 710 
and that the roadway width of Wright Road , which on

accommodates one parking lane and one 
Street widening may be necessary.



30)

31)

32)

33)

34)

Qose Droximitv to the 710 

The proposed 
the 710 Freeway and 

on Wright Road. 
Boulevard, are truck routes, this situation would expose school students to
a lot of truck traffic.

Parking on adiacent local streets:

Since the proposed school is a high school , it is anticipated that a number
of students will drive to 
onto adjacent local streets.

Flood Area:

The northwest portion of year flood zone.

If the proposed school structures are 
to comply with the City's Flood Ordinance.

Traffic Siqnal Installation:

Because of the 

Avenue, the proposed ' on

MLK Boulevard and 
necessary at the intersection of Duncan 

ImDact on street Davement and utilities:

The ir.crease of vehicular traffic will likely result in more 
more frequent 
incr:2sed use of water and sewer 
facilities to meet demand.

35) Suggested Safest Routes to Schools 

The 
Routes to Schools Map and construction of required improvements.
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Los Anaeles CountY Sheriff

36) 
would have an 

incorrect statement and that the 
significant in the following ways:

Parking demands would require 
parking demands at the other 

Traffic would be impacted for both vehicular and 
area is in an industrial area and the 
ff ramp of a major freeway.

Demands for law enforcement 
the enormous demands 
patrol deputies and the 
already responsible for the current 

Unified School District.

. The 
impacted by traffic. These 
circa 1921, to accommodate the current expanding population and
vehicular demands. Umited 
these streets impossible.

Thank you for the opportunity to 
looks forward to 

participating in "scoping meetings.

If you have any questions or 
0220, Ext. 200.

Sincerely, -

Kalf:. ;, W. Davis III, City Manager

City of Lynwood 

cc: Lynwood City Council
Lynwood Planning Commission
Andrea Hooper, City Clerk
Lorry Hempe, Assistant City Manager
Joseph Wang, Public Works Director
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Louis Morales, Planning & Redevelopment Manager
Grant Taylor, Senior Planner
Jim Given, Park & Recreation Director
Jeremy March, Deputy City Attorney
Lieutenant Michael Herek, Los Angeles County Sheriff
Michael Wagner, Planning Consultant
Greg Norman , Norman & Norman Associates
Larry Lasnik, Wong & Suarez
Mark Horne , EIP Associates
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:OUNTY OF LOS 
FIRE DEPARTMENT

'320 ~0RTI0I EASTiRN 
LOS ANGElES CALIFORNIA 1OO83-321M

(323) 721-0705
Fax: (323) 726-7241

P. MICHAEL FREEMAN
FIRE CWlEF
FORESTER a FIFlE WARDEN

June 27, 2001

Ms. Lony Hempe. Assistant City Manager 
City ofLynwood
11330 Bullis Rd.
Lynwood, Ca 90262

Dear Ms. Rempe:

PROPOSED HAM PARK 

The County of Los Angeles Department has received your request for a complete evicw
of an Environmental Impact Review, which is in the process, and will take appro 
thirty da~ to 

Ms. Rempe, based an my preliminary review of the proposed Ram Park High Sch 01, it
is my determination that the proposed project will have to meet the following
requirements:

Water Flow
Fire Department Access
Fire Protection Systems, such as sprinklers and alarms

In addition, an evaluation of the increase fire 
emergency incident at this facility would have to be conducted.

Should you 
free to con.ta~t me at (323) 721-0705. 

S BtJRCIAGA SISTANT FIRE CHIEF
ERATIONS BUREAU I, DMSION VI

JB:cq

SEFlVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES 

AGOURA HILLS BRADBUR'I' CUDAHY "'AWTliORNE LA MIRADA MAUBU POMOr.lA SIGNAL HILL

AATESIA CI\LABASAS DIAMOND BAR HIDDEN HILlS LA pueNT! MAVWOOD RANCHO PALOS V DES SOUT~ Et. MONTi.

"ZUSA CAASON DUIIRre HUNTINGTON PARK ~WOOb NORWALK ROWNG HILLS SOUTH GAT!!

BALDWIN PAFlK CERRITOS EL MONT'E III/DUsn:IY LANOA51ER PAlJADALE ROLLING "'ILLS liTiS TiJJPLE CITY

BElL. "'AREMONT GAFlDENA INGLEWOOO LAWNDAI.E PAI.OS VERDES ESTATES "OSifoliAO WALNUT

BEIJ..GflR 111-28 )f,I"'I!R~ GLENDORA IAWlNDALE LtWl'r.\ PARAMOU~ SAN DIPAAS WEiST HOLLYWOOD

BELL.FlOV IVINA HAWAbAN GNlD!NS LA ~ADA-I'UNTRIDGI! I.VNWOOD PICO RIVERA '=aUTA 1"'1 ADIT,.

..-- ..- 

ZOO/ZOO. d BBZ-! ItZl9ZLEZE+ ~O:)V' eJ!!:lJns l.!4~ 9 UO!S!"!G-WOJ~ 99:01 IDOz-!Z-unr



III. CommentJ and Re.rpo!1Jc

Responses to Letter from City of Lynwood

Comment #

Lvnwood-

nwood-

Lynwood-

Lvnwood-

Response

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

The Hydrology and \'Vater Quality section of Draft EIR (on page 3. 3) discusses
the SUS~fP. 
requirements of the SUSMP:

On January. 26, 2000, the LARWQCB adopted a Standard Urban Stonnwater
Mitigation Plan , land developers, engineers

planners, and others to develop post-construction BMPs and urban stonnwater

runoff mitigation plans for projects that fall into 
certain projects greater than 100 000 square feet, which 
proposed project. The 
so as to collect and treat the first % inch of stonnwater runoff from the site
and control peak flow discharge to provide stream channel and overbank flood
protection. "

To reduce the potentially significant impacts 

from the proposed 
measure, which has been slightly revised to clarify SUSMP requirements , which has
been revised, as shown below, to be consistent SUSMP requirements:

HYD- l : The design of the proposed project shall comply with the 
provisions of the 

(SUSMP), and, iLrequired by the SUS~fP, shall include structural or
other measures to collect and treat the 
runoff from the site, and control peak flow discharge.

\Vhen adopting the SUSMP, the LARWQCB 
within Los Angeles County adopt an 
requirements for projects over which they have jurisdiction. The City of 
adopted a stonnwater ordinance (No. 1500) on November 21 , 2000. 
with the provisions of the ordinance 

regarding compliance with the " ordinance and City rec~pt 
project plans that demonstrate compliance. 
subject to the design standards of the State Architect, review of the project plans is
the responsibility of the Division of the State Architect (DSA).

Nevertheless, in recognition of the important 
stonnwater pollutants, the Draft EIR included a mitigation measure to require that
design of the proposed project will incorporate 
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III. 

Comment # Response
the applicable provisions of the 

included in 

mitigation measures, including Mitigation Measure HYD-l. The LLJSD 
Services Division will assure that the project design complies with the 
provisions of the SUSMP.

Lvnwood- As discussed in the Draft EIR (in , on page 2-8), the General Plan
designation of the site is Open Space and Townhouse and Cluster 
units per acre). The Draft EIR also 16):

Inconsistencies would occur between the project and the goals and 
the General Plan Open Space and Conser\' ation element. Loss of City parkland
would conflict with Open Space and Conservation Element Goal 
1. The proposed project would result in the 

there is a current shortage of parks.

The Draft EIR also acknowledged (on page 3. 15):

Inconsistencies would occur with the Zoning Code General Requirements 5 , 7
, and 10 related to setbacks and height requirements. The 

would include setbacks of 10 feet in the front and , where the zoning
code requires 20 feet , the

sideyards on Duncan and Walnut , where the zoning 
requires 10 feet (General Requirement 7). 
the 35- foot 
building and the parking structure (General Requirement 
arts building includes a fly loft that is proposed at 48 feet, 2 inches, In addition
the elevator tower on the parking structure would be a maximum of 40 feet in

height, although the remainder of the parking structure would be 
feet in height.

The Draft EIR 
11I1pacts:

LU- The 
requirements of the State Architect.

However, even with inclusion of this mitigation measure, the Draft EIR concluded
that land use impacts, including those associated with inconsistency with the

certain goals and policies of the General Plan and the zoning code 

Lynwood would remain 

The Draft EIR indicated (on page 3. 2) that

This (EIR) 

reviewing a Conditional Use permit for the new High School, if required.
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III. rf1on.ft

Comment # Response

To the extent that the project is subject to a conditional , the LL' SD \.\"ill

comply with that , the 

resolution to exempt the project from this requirement, pursuant to Government

Code Section 53094.

Lmwood- The Draft EIR 
page 3.

The project is proposed to be located on a site that is 000 and 1.200

feet west of the Long Beach 710) and betWeen 1 200 and 1 400 feet

north of the Century 105). These tWo transportation corridors are

the dominant 
Luther King Jr. Bouleyard and Wright Road are 
immediately adjacent to the north and east of the project site 

are the primary sources of noise at the project site.

Noise monitoring conducted for the proposed 

noise levels at the site were betWeen 57.9 and 60.4 (CNEL, at 100 feet from Wright

Road and Martin Luther KingJr. Boulevard, respectively.

The Draft EIR also 
Code establishes the following ambient noise standards for the R1 and R2 zones:

60 dBA betWeen 7:00 J\.M. and 7:00 P.

55 dBA Leq betWeen 7:00 P.M. and 10:00 P. r-I.

50 dBA betWeen 10:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.

A violation of the Noise Ordinance 
exceeded by more than 5 dBA at the property line (Code 3- 12.4 and 3- 12. 6).

The Draft EIR has been revised on pages 3. 9 to 3. 10 to clarify that:

.. .

at distances of 100 to 300 feet, peak noise levels from a typical playground

and ball field would be 
monitored approximately 50 feet from a 

field in an existing quiet environment averaged 54.0 dBA while the football

team scrimmaged (mcluding coaches 
soccer (City of Thousand Oaks, California Lutheran University Master Plan

EIR, 1998). 
would be generated in the southern part of the campus, and that the activities

would occur at 
Avenue, the resulting noise levels at these homes would be approximately 48.

dBA 
Avenue of identified on page 3. 4 of the Draft
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III. 

Comment # Response
EIR. These noise 
by recreational activities within the existing park. 

activities occurring at the athletic fields would not 
exceed City standards , or cause a substantial increase in existing noise levels.

Because intermittent noise from students and school 
daytime and would not be unusual for a school in a populated 
the noise would not be 
reasonable persons at 

students would not be incompatible with the 
City Code. 
significan t.

As stated, the noise 
These are similar to the peak 
drives by an area.

The Draft EIR has been 9 to 3. 10 to delete the erroneous
identification of athletic 
Athletic activities would only occur during daytime and early evening hours. 

would not affect 
noise levels generated during daytime hours would not 
cause a substantial increase in existing noise levels.

Lvnwood- 7 \s discussed in the Draft EIR (on 11-4):

An existing contract is in place between LASD and the District so that the
District may 
deputies provide police 
specifies that the District may hire the 
necessary to maintain 

resources officer serves the existing District schools , with his attention primarily

focused on the high 
needed to provide 
2001 , personal communication).

The Lynwood 

responsibility to provide security services to all schools in the district, and has a

combined total of 50 
School, one , five officers each at 
Lynwood , and one 
officer each is responsible for security at the individual 

the District. The District 
to the proposed New High Schoo!."
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III. Commml.\ and Response.

Comment # Response

Further, Impact PS- 1 acknowledged the potential for need for 
protection at the proposed High School and the Draft EIR stated (on 11-

5):

The District 
proposed New High 
overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High School, and to prm-ide enrollment
capacity for existing middle and elementary schools students in the District. the
proposed project would not increase total student enrollment.

As discussed in Existing Conditions above, crime is an issue of concern in the
area, and although the project would not increase 
increase the ratio of officers to population set"\Ted. this issue warrants additional

consideration. The sheriff department has indicated that 
one school 
existing demands (personal communication, Lt. Herek 2001). Demands on the

existing deputy are particularly concentrated at the existing high school, and the

addition of a 

resources officer dedicated to that , impacts on 

protection would be significant.

To reduce this impact, the Draft EIR included the following mitigation 

Through its existing contract with the Los 
Office, the District shall 

provide adequate police services at the proposed New High School.

The Draft EIR concluded that with inclusion of the identified 

impacts on police protection would be less than significant.

PS-

The proposed mitigation measure may involve modification of an existing contract
betWeen the Lynwood Unified School District 
Sheriffs Office and 
responsibility of the LUSD Business Services Division.

Lynwood- The Draft EIR acknowledged 

recreational opportunities within the City 
impact on recreation would be significant. To reduce. 
included the following mitigation measure:

REC- l : Lynwood Unified School District 
on-site playing fields, and other 

school hours (e.g., 3:00 P.M. until 10:00 P. , Monday through Friday,

daylight hours Saturday and Sunday and holidays), subject to a Joint

Use Agreement. In addition, public use of the activity center and "tot
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III. Comments and 

Comment # Response
lot" shall be permitted during school hours. The District 
into an agreement with the 

recreational facilities developed at the school site. 

of the proposed Joint Use 

The Joint Use Agreement 
as part of the proposed 
ownership, , and 
(including maintenance costs and responsibility). Recreation Centers
are defmed as the multipurpose center, gymnasium, outdoor playing

fields, performing arts center, and library. The proposed 

Agreement includes the following provisions:

. Ownership of 

. The 

school days, which include school 
year, summer sessions, and inter-sessions.

. The 

school activities, which include school-related activities , events

and functions, including after-school programs , school athletics

parent-teacher association activities, etc.

. The 

than during normal school days and scheduled school 

activities.

. By September 1 , both the District and the 
each other with a calendar identifying the date, time, and natUre

of use of the recreation centers that have been scheduled by that
date. This information will be 
master calendar.

. The District s use of the recreation centers 

over all other use of the recreation centers.

. The 
maintaining, repairing, or 

property located at the site.

. The 
centers. The District 
perform such maintenance. The cost of 
borne equally by both the District and the School.

Even with inclusion 'of this mitigation measure, the Draft EIR concluded that the

impact of the project on recreation would remain 
significant and unavoidable.

However, as noted in the Draft EIR (on page 3.12-2):

In order to develop the proposed high school, the District would acquire Ham

Park and the adjacent residential units through voluntary sale or in accordance
with State law... To the 

, funds made
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III. Comments and Response.

Comment # Response
ayailable under 
opportunities within the City.

Subsequent to the release of the Draft ErR, the LUSD has learned that the City of
Lynwood is 
property located east of the 710 freeway at the northeastern comer of the City to
develop a park. The preliminary concept includes 

bike and walking trail, and with native vegetation. 

provided in the San Gabriel and 
Conservancy, Project Starns Report dated January 11 , 2002. This 
includes background information about the Conservancy s activities , including a

list of projects for possible funding for Proposition 13 ater, Clean

\X,' ater, \Vatershed Protection, and Rood Protection Bond Act) 
report tracks the starns of those 
reference and is 

Lynwood, CA).

If the District acquires the Ham Park property, the 
the proceeds of the sale to provide additional park space within the City, 

may include the contemplated park at the northeastern corner of the City.

Lvnwood- As discussed in the Draft EIR (on page 3.13- 5):

Pedestrian traffic to and from the proposed New High School could 
hazards to pedestrians, including srndents walking to and from school. 

concern in particular due to the industrial 

school. In accord with the 

Education, the District will be required to 
the proposed school. All high 
attend the one existing high 
would modify the 
result, the designated safe routes to existing schools may warrant modification.

This would be a significant impact.

To , the Draft EIR 
following mitigation measure:

TR- As required by the California Department of Education, the District

hall update the designated safe route~' to 

school and identify 
school.

Further to reduce potential cumulative impacts related to the development of new
or expanded schools, one additional mitigation 

cumulative effects:
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Comment # Response

CUt-.l-l: The 

existing schools, at such time as the 
schools has been identified.

Designation of Safe Routes to Schools is governed by the provisions of the School
Site Selection and Approval Guide, (California Depamnent of Education, School

Facilities Planning Dill.ision, 2000), and the Local 

developed by CalTrans (2001) to administer the California Safe Routes to Schools
Program. , On October 2

2001 , Governor Davis 
School program for three more years. The program will now sunset on January 1
2005 , unless a later enacted statute deletes or extends that date.

Identification of a safe routes to schools is intended to choose the 
from children s homes to their school. The 

of routes which cross the fewest number of streets, avoid streets with high traffic

volumes , provide for travel on , provide good

visibility, and have adequate pedestrian crosswalks, signals or other devices. 

addition, the routes will also identify locations where crossing guards are needed.

If necessary, the plan 

pedestrian and bicycle 
, sign age

signals, or street 

individual school is required as part of the submittal package for architectural plans

necessary for State approval.

As indicated in the Mitigation Monitoring 
implementation of this 

LUSD Business Services Division.

The comment states that the City 
, traffic figures

for left turns 
, and

proposed mitigation measures. Although this comment is 
, this

, response will attempt to provide as specific infonnation as possible.

The Levels of 
(which were 
Engineer, who was recommended to the LUSD by the 

Draft EIR (on page 3.13-1):

The morning peak period traffic volumes at the study area 
counted on March 7, 2001, on two 

Road/MLK), and on , 2001, at Cortland' 

l'vn..K/Duncan Ave. , and Wright Road/Cortland Ave.

Future intersection traffic volumes were 

III-
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III. 

Comment # Response
trip generation (using standard 

Transportation Engineers' Trip Generation 

those trips to the 

characteristics identified in the 

students arriving from the west, 10 percent from the north, and 10 percent from

the south). Levels of Service that e traffic growth at
the study intersections were estimated by increasing existing traffic ,'olumes at a
rate of 1.5 percent per 
project of 2005, ambient 

cumulative factor of 6. 1 percent.

Figure 3.13-5 depicted current and future turning movements at the 
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and \\lright Road. As 
EIR (on page 3. 13-8):

The expected volume of traffic 
determined to estimate the impacts of the project on the study 
intersections. Table 3.13-5 shows the estimated volumes of project-generated

traffic for morning peak hours at the 
proposed project site. Figure 3. 13-2 shows turning movements.

The Draft EIR 
potentially significant impact related to traffic safety:

TR- As required by the California Department of Education, the District
shall update the designated safe routes to schools for the existing high
school and identify 
school.

With inclusion of this , the Draft EIR 
impact of the than-

significan t level.

All other project-specific impacts of the project related to 

were determined to be less than , the following mitigation

measures were included to further reduce these less than significant 

TR- All bus 
restricted to the designated areas as indicated on the site plan.

TR- No Stopping" signs between 6:00 M. and 2:00 P.

and 4:00 P.M. along Martin Luther King Jr. 
posted on both sides, and Duncan Avenue and Wright Road, also on

both sides.

TR- StUdents, faculty, and 
avoid harm and inconvenience to the 
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Comment # Response

TR-

District shall cooperate with the Los 
responding to complaints regarding unauthorized off-campus parking.

Special provisions including hand guidance and direction to 

must be pre-planned and organized in a manner that will eliminate or

minimize parking intrusion to the adjacent 
event parking should utilize unoccupied 
parking to avoid parking impacts on the adjacent residential 

In addition, the Draft EIR also 
to reduce a potentially significant cumulative impact related to traffic safety:

CUM-I: The 
existing schools, at such 
schools has been identified.

\,\iith inclusion of this , the Draft EIR 
cumulative impact of the project on pedestrian safety would be reduced to a less-
than-significant level.

There is one mitigation measure 

I\.1itigation Measure TR- , installation of "No Stopping" signs along Martin Luther

King Jr. Boulevard, Duncan Avenue and \Vright Road were 

reduce potential less than 
proposed , and is

therefore beyond the 
considered technically 

even if the City of , impacts

would remain less than significant 

would be provided at the high school to meet project demand. The EIR identifies

parking requirements on page 3. 13- , in table 3. 13-6. Parking requirements were

determined based on 

Transportation Engineers Parking Generation Manual. A 
spaces would be required for the proposed school. 
416 parking spaces, which would exceed the necessary number of parking 

Implementation of all other mitigation measures would be the responsibility of the
LUSD' s Business Services Division.

Lvnwood- The Draft EIR acknowledged (on 10- 10 and 11) that:

The proposed Project would result in the demolition of 47 dwelling units in the

City of Lynwood. The demolition of 47 existing , itself

have a , provided demolition

proceeds in accordance with applicable demolition regulations , including those

related to control of particulate matter. The demolitions could 

impact within the meaning of CEQA if they s long-range
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Comment # Response

growth forecast for the City, or with adopted City housing 
units proposed for 31 percent of the City s current

housing stock."

As referenced in the Draft EIR (on page 3. 10-1), the analysis in the Draft 

based upon a Draft Relocation Plan prepared by Pacific 

As part of the 
conducted, and two of the 47 dwelling units on the 

the time of the survey. The precise , households)

",rithin the site boundaries may vary over time.

Continuing with the Draft EIR text (on page 3. 10- 10):

Even if the removal of these 45 households , not replaced

as new units are constructed in the City), the reduction 
alter SCAG's 2000-25 household forecast for the City (i. , a difference in the

growth rate of 0.3 percent). In fact, the City s "fair share" of regional housing

need anticipates replacement of 143 existing units between 1998 and 2005. 

project s demolitions represent one- third of the units anticipated for replacement

by :W05. The City s adopted Housing Element concludes that there are 

sites available to 
s fair share of 

including replacement housing, and it has already 
fifth of the

979 units allocated for the 1998-2005 planning period. Therefore, the Project

housing impacts will not cause a significant impact on the environment
, and no

mitigation is required.

\,,\iith respect to cumulative impacts , the Draft EIR 10-

13), that.

Development of the , new 

expansion of Agnes and Lugo Elementary Schools would result in the removal
of a total of approximately 132 dwelling units.

Subsequent to the preparation of the Draft EIR, the total number of dwelling units

affected by related projects was modified, due to clarification of the precise 

boundaries of the District s other , which 

number to , the text of the Draft EIR (on 10- , 1"

full paragraph) is therefore modified as following.

Development of the 
, new 

expansion of Agnes and Lugo Elementary Schools would result in the removal
of a total of ~141 dwelling units, including the 47 dwelling

units that would be removed as part of the proposed project.

The text of the Draft EIR is further modified as 

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR
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III. Comments and 

Comment # Response

The removal of ~141 dwelling units (and 12"' 135 households if occupied ar

the City average) would not s 2000-25 household

forecast for the City (i. a difference in the growth rate of 0.9 percent),

The 
conclusion that the cumulative impact of the various school projects on 

supply would be less than significant, 

than the SCAG projection of 143 units.

Because the proposed project ability to 
replacement housing units, no mitigation is required. In addition, development of
replacement housing is not within the ability of the LUSD to effect. The 
of the , an intimate mid-city 

together my mutual , is to ensure that each

student achieves his or her 

renewing system of education services that

address the needs of our 

community; optimal use of technology; and resources directed to maximize student
opportunities for success. In addition. the financial 

would make mitigation , as noted above, no mitigation 

required as no significant impacts would occur.

Lvnwood- As discussed in the Draft EIR (on page 3.

The preliminary design of the high school does not include a significant use of
glass or other reflective surfaces and therefore the proposed project would not
serve as a source of substantial glare. The existing 
and recreational lights on the existing playing 

would be provided around the school buildings , parking structure, and playing

fields. This may increase the ambient light 
are currently occupied by residential structures; however, as portions of the site
are currently lighted at night, the provision of new sources of light would not
create a new source of 
day or nighttime views in the area.

As indicated in Table 2- 1 (Summary of Project and Site Characteristics , on page 2-

4), the height of the buildings would be:

Generally three stories above grade (up ' to 35 feet), with the exception of a 48-

foot fly loft on the foot elevator tower on the
parking structure.

It is anticipated that neither the 

elevator tower on the project 
Therefore, the majority of new sources of light on the site 
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Comment # Response
with the new school buildings , which would be up to 35 feet in height.

As noted in the Draft EIR (on page 3. 2):

The urban 
roadways and building exteriors. Portions 
playing field, are currendy lit 
opportunities into the evening hours and for security purposes.

Lighting along the major streets adjacent to the park. and in portions 
include standard street light fixtures mounted on poles. which are typically 40 feet

in height. 
story structures would not result in the introduction of new 
glare that are inconsistent with existing night lighting at the site.

Lvnwood- As discussed in more detail in the Draft EIR (on page 2-8):

A Facilities Master Plan for Lynwood Unified School District was approved by

the Board of Education on June 27, 2000. The Plan is a preliminary 

study prepared pursuant to 

consider options to 

schools which require renovation to bring them up 
standards.

The Facilities Master Plan suggested the need for up to five , but did

not involve approval of 

proposed five new schools were identified through a process which was described
in the Draft EIR in 1 (on pages 2-12 to 2-20) and Section 4.

(Development at Various Sites in Lynwood) on page 4-3. The 
EIR of . effects identified the following 
projects (on page 2-14):

Agnes and Lugo 
expansions , which would permit an increase in enrollment at Lugo Elementary

School from 563 to 720 students , while enrollment at Agnes Elementary School

would decrease from 766 to 720 students. Five specific sites 

construction of new schools 7): 
Memorial Park for a new high school (the subject of this EIR); (2) Lynwood
Plaza for a new middle school; (3) a site at Long Beach Pluma

Street for Elementary 1; (4) a 
between Palm and Carlin Avenues for Elementary School No. 2; and (5); a site

on Martin Luther King Boulevard between Bullis Road and Ernestine Street for
Elementary School No. 3. Other existing 

and 
classrooms.. .
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Comment #

Lvnwood-

Lvnwood NOP
Comment

No.

Lynwood NOP
Comment

No.

Response

For the purposes of the cumulative impact , renoYatlon of
existing schools , both site 
Schools) and all five new schools, including the , would

contribute to potential cumulative effects.

Therefore, as described and analyzed in the Draft EIR, the 
which the proposed 
potential em'ironmental affects associated with new schools , expansion of existing

schools , renovation of existing schools , and replacement of temporary classrooms
with permanent classrooms, as well as the impacts of other related projects, This
cumulative context is described in Section 2.6 of the Draft EIR.

In general, renovation of existing schools or replacement of temporary classrooms
with permanent 

cumulative effects, because those 
student enrollment, an increase in staff employment, or an increase in occupied
building space. 
temporary classrooms would enhance 
the functionality of instructional programs.

Comment noted.

The City , dated June 27 , 2001 to its
comments on the Draft EIR. Although 
the following responses are provided to 

comments raised in the City s written response to the Notice 
(NOP) are discussed in the Draft EIR. 
the City s letter dated January 27 , 2001.

The current enrollment of Lynwood High School is described in the Draft EIR on
page 2-4 as follows:

The existing Lynwood High School was 
3,472 students, but currently enrolls 4 346. It is 
capacity. "

This information reflects enrollment for the 2001-2002 school year.

Recreation related impacts are described ,in Section 3.12 of the Draft EIR. The
proposed Joint Use Agreement is 12-3 and 3. 12-4 and the
complete text is reproduced in Appendix E. 
proposed agreement, the Draft EIR 
recreation would remain significant and unavoidable.
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Comment #

Lvnwood NOP
Comment

No.

Lvnwood NOP
Comment

No.

Lynwood NOP
Comment

No.

Lvnwood NOP
Comment

No.

Lvnwood NOP
Comment

No.

Lvnwood NOP
Comment

No.

Response

Conformance with the zoning code is 3 to 3. 5 ot' the

Draft EIR. 5 to 3,

15 of the Draft EIR. Impact LV-1 (on page 3. 15) acknowledges that the impact

of the project on land use 

mitigation measure to reduce this impact (Mitigation 1. requiring

compliance with the design er e\"

with implementation of the , the impact would 

significant and unavoidable.

The potential noise impacts of the proposed project is discussed on pages 3. 1 to

10 of the Draft EIR, which 
substantial permanent 

Comment Lynwood-

The potential impact of the project on 
pages 3.10-10 to 3. 10-12 of the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR 
project-specific and 
significant. See also Response to Comment Lynwood-10.

The potential impact of the project on police protection is discussed 
EIR on page 3. 11-5. The Draft EIR concluded 

significant impact on , and 

measure (pS- , requiring modification of the existing contract 

and the Los Angeles County Sheriff) which would 
than-significant level. Refer also to Response to Comment Lynwood-

Existing recreational facilities in the City 
EIR on page 3. 12-1. The potential 

REC- 1 on pages 3. 12-2 to 3.12-4. A joint use agreement was identified as 

mitigation (Mitigation Measure REC-1), however even with implementation of this

measure, the Draft EIR 
remain significant and unavoidable. See also Response to Comment Lynwood-

Alternatives to the proposed project are discussed in Section 4 of the Draft EIR
on pages 4-1 to 4-33. The alternative concept 
in Section 4.4 of the Draft EIR on pages 4-16 to 
(on page 4-22) that the 
existing Lynwood High School; and expand enrollment capacity to meet projected
enrollment demand. , only one site

(at Ham Park) could provide , as a result, the other

high school site would not offer 
limited land area at Ham Park, a full range of 
arts) could not be , this alternative would not meet the

objective to offer a full range of academic programs (including 
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III. 

Comment #

Lvnwood 
Comment

No.

Lvnwood 
Comment
No. 10

Lvnwood 
Comment
No. 11

Lynwood 
Comment
No. 12

Lynwood 
Comment
No. 13

Lvnwood 
Comment
No. 14

Lynwood 
Comment

No.

Lynwood 
Comment
No. 16

Lvnwood 
Comment
No. 17

Response
for 1.600 students on a contiguous site. In aCldition. the Draft EIR concluded (on

page 4-23) that 
impacts compared to the proposed project, substantial delays in the completion of

a new high school, and greater costs, for which there is no 
funding.

Note: the City s letter dated June 27 , 2001 did not include an item #9.

The Notice of Preparation, Notice of Availability, and Draft EIR (on page 1-4) all

identified the LUSD Public Information Officer, Bertha del Rivero, as the contact

person regarding the proposed project.

To the extent required, the LUSD will apply for appropriate City 
also Response to Comment Lynwood-

The potential for the project to result in light and 

Draft EIR on page 3. 5. The Draft EIR concluded the project would result in less
than significant 
Lynwood- l1.

The potential for the project to result in odors or air 
Draft EIR on pages 3. 8 to 3. 12. The Draft EIR concluded 

impacts on air quality would be less than significant.

The potential for the 
Draft EIR on page 3.5-8. The 
concluded that .. . the soils at the 

potential.

The 
substantially increase runoff is discussed in the Draft EIR 7 to 3.

The Draft EIR concluded 

impact 
Implementation of Mitigation l (compliance with the requirements

of the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan) would reduce 

a less- than-significant level. See also Response to Comment Lynwood-

See Response to Lynwood NOP Comment No. 15 

The potential noise impacts of the proposed project is discussed on 7 to

10 of the Draft EIR. , which concluded that the project would not result in a

substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels. See also Response to
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III. 

Comment #

Lynwood NOP
Comment
No. 18

Lynwood NOP
Commen t
No. 19

Lynwood NOP
Comment
No. 20

Lynwood NOP
Comment
No. 21

Lynwood NOP
Comment
No. 22

Lynwood NOP
Comment
No. 23

Lynwood NOP
Comment
No. 24

Response
Comment Lvnwood-

The potential impacts of the project on traffic and 
Draft EIR on pages 3. 13-5 to 3.13-13. The 

upon a technical stUdy prepared by the licensed traffic engineer. See also Response

to Comment Lynwood-

The potential for the project to result in impacts to an 
discussed in the Draft EIR on pages 3. 11 and 3- 12. The Draft EIR 

that the project could 
adopted emergency response plan and included a , to

require LUSD notification to affected 
a less- than-significant level.

The potential for future LUSD school project to contribute to 
is discussed in the Draft EIR in 1 (on pages 2- 12 to 2-20). See also

Response to Comment Lynwood-12.

When the County of Los 

Lynwood, the transfer included a deed restriction, which limited the City s use of

the site to parkland and included a reversionary interest to the County, in the event
that the City ceased to use the land for a park. 

the proposed site, the LUSD would be required to acquire the County s interest in

the property through voluntary sale or in accordance with 
will address this issue, which is not associated with any 

with the County of Los Angeles, to the extent necessary.

The potential for the project to result in a loss of recreational 
addressed in the Draft EIR on pages 3.12-2 to 3. 12-5. See also Response to

Lynwood NOP Comment No. 7 and Response to Comment Lynwood-

The potential impact of the project on the Abbott 
is addressed in the Draft EIR on pages 3.4-7 to 3.4-10. The Draft EIR concludes

that the project could have a , and

included a range of mitigation 1 to CR-4) that would reduce this

impact to a less-than-significant level. However, the District has been unable to

secure access to the Abbott Residence to 
retained sufficient structural integrity to allow its relocation. As noted on 

10 of the Draft Em., due to the 
mitigation is , the

impact of the project would remain significant and unavoidable.

The potential for the project to result in a loss of 
and potential mitigation for that loss is addressed in the Draft EIR on pages 3. 12-

to 3.12-5. See also 7 and Response to

III-
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Comment #

Lvnwood NOP
Comment
No. 25

Lvnwood 
Comment
No. 26

Lvnwood 
Cumment
No. 27

Lvnwood 
Comment
~o, 28

Lynwood 
Comment
No, 29

Lymvood 
Comment
No. 30

Lynwood 
Comment
No. 31

Lynwood 
Comment
No, 32

Response
Comment Lynwood-

The availability of a playground (AKA "tot lot ) and a city function room dunng
non-school hours is discussed in the Draft EIR (on page 2- 10). See also Respons
to Lynwood NOP Comment No. 7 and Response to Comment Lynwood-

The potential for the project to result in a loss of parkland and potential mitigation

for that loss is 12-2 to 3. 12-5. See 
Response to Lynwood NOP 7 and Response 

Lynwood-

The potential for the 
mitigation for that loss is addressed in the Draft EIR on pages 3. 12-2 to 3. 12-
See also Response to Lynwood NOP Comment No. 7 and Response to Comment
Lvnwood-

The potential for the project to result in a loss of recreational program 
potential mitigation for that loss is addressed in the Draft EIR 12-2 to

12-5. As discussed in that section, the school would be able to accommodate the
City s summer day camp 

Comment No. 7 and Response to Comment Lynwood-

The potential impacts of the project on traffic and circulation are 

Draft EIR on pages 3.13-5 to 3. 13-13. The Draft EIR concluded 
impacts to pedestrian safety would be significant, and identified mitigation (fR.-
requiring the identification of safe routes to the 
impact to a less-than-significant level. All other traffic and circulation impacts of
the project were identified as less than significant, therefore no street widening 
required. See also Response to Comment Lynwood-

The potential impacts of the project on traffic and circulation are 

Draft EIR on pages 3.13-5 to 3. 13-13. The Draft EIR concluded 

impacts to pedestrian safety would be significant, and identified mitigation (fR.-
requiring the identification of safe routes to the 
impact to a less- than-significant level. See also Response to Comment Lynwood-

The potential impacts of the project on parking in the adjacent neighborhood are
discussed in the Draft EIR on pages 3. 13-11 to 3. 13-13. The Draft EIR concluded

that potential parking impacts would be , however mitigation
measures (fR.- , TR.-4 and TR.-5) were identified to further 

impacts. See also 

The potential for structures to be 
100-year stonn is addressed in the Draft EIR on pages 3. 8 and 3. 9. The Draft

EIR identified a mitigation measure (HYD-2 requiring design or siting to reduce
flooding hazards, or compliance with applicable Lynwood City Code provisions) to
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III. 

Comment #

Lmwood NOP
Comment
No. 33

Lvnwood NOP
Commenr
No. 34

Lynwood NOP
Comment
No. 35

Lynwood NOP
Comment
No. 36

Response
reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level.

The potential impacts of the project on traffic and circulation 

Draft EIR on pages 3.13-5 to 3.13-13. The Draft EIR concluded 

impacts to pedestrian safety would be significant, and identified mitigation (fR-

requiring the identification of safe routes to the ' the

impact to a less-than-significant level. All other traffic and circulation 

the project were identified as , therefore no 
signal lights is required. See also Response 

The potential traffic related impacts of the proposed project are addressed in the
Draft EIR on pages 3. 13-5 to 3.13-13. The 

volumes are unlikely to result in deterioration of street pavemenr. The potential

effects of increased demand of sewer and water was addressed in the Draft EIR on
pages 3.11-6 and 3.11-7. The Draft 

than significant.

The potential impacts of the project on traffic and circulation are 
Draft EIR on pages 3,13-5 to 3.13-13. The Draft EIR concluded 

impacts to pedestrian safety would be significant, and identified mitigation (fR-

requiring the identification of safe routes to the 
impact to a less- than-significant level. See also Response to Comment Lynwood-

The potential impact of the project on police protection is 
EIR on page 3.11-5. The Draft EIR concluded 

significant impact on , and 

measure (pS- , requiring modification of the existing contract 

and the Los Angeles County Sheriff) which would 
than-significant level. Refer alsq to Response to Comment Lynwood-
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February 8 , 2002

Bertha Del Rivero
Lynwood unified school District
11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood CA 90262

From: Luis & Petra Carcamo

Dear: Miss Del Rivero

Thank you, for all the good things that the district is trying do for our city.

Our name are Luis & Petra Carcamo, the reason that I'm writing to you is to get more
infonnation in the project for the new high School.

We would like to know how is this going to affect our properties and if it does how soon
this project is going to take effect.

Properties located:

11534 Duncan Ave.
11536 Duncan Ave.
Lynwood CA 90262

E-mail address:ponyc1ouds~ol.com

Mailine address

Luis & Petra Carcamo
O. Box 1085

Paramount, CA 

Home ph#. 562) 864-6992

Thank you, please send any correspond to my P.O. Box listed, hope to hear from you

soon.

Thank you,

Petra Carcamo

III -



III. 

Responses to Letter from Luis and Petra Carcamo

Comment #

Carcamo-

Carcamo-

Carcamo- 3

Response

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

The properties listed by the commenter (at -\venue) are

located on the eastern side of Duncan Avenue, approximately 100 feet south of

\X,' alnut Avenue, south and west of the proposed -\s discussed in the Draft

EIR , Project Description), the proposed project would result in the

construction of a new High School on a 14.8-acre site currently occupied by Ham

Memorial Park and 27 
project. The proposed project would result in the demolition of Ham Park and 

existing residential structures located along the 

(betWeen Cortland Street and Walnut Avenue) and within in the area 
\v.alnut Avenue, Duncan Avenue, Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard 

Park.

The Draft EIR 
project and identifies mitigation 
necessary. Although it would be 
analysis of the impacts as they relate to each individual, for information purposes

these responses are intended to 

information in the Draft EIR and to clarify 
the referenced location.

Implementation of 

unavoidable impacts to Land Use (inconsistency with policies and goals of the Ciry

of Lynwood zoning code and general 
recreational). With , impacts

would be 
Resources (relocation of the Abbott Residence, impacts to unknown archaeological

resources); Geology and Soils (increase in soil erosion and exposure of persons and

property to seismic 

existing structures, grading of the site, and modification of 

plans); Hydrology and Water Quality , release of

stormwater contaminants during operation, and construction of structures within a

100-year flood hazard zone); Noise (construction noise and ambient noise impacts

on school 
services); and Traffic and Circulation (hazards to pedestrians). 
beginning on page 1-8 in the Draft EIR for a , mitigation

measures , and significance after mitigation of each impact.

III-
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III. 

Comment # Response

Of the impacts , the effects of some impacts would be limited to

the boundaries of the site (e.g. , relocation of the Abbott 
would not 

impacts of the project have the potential to result in off-site impacts (e.g. . wind or
water erosion of exposed 
impacts may have the potential to indirectly affect nearby , loss of
parkland, which would 
The following discussion 
may be associated with nearby locations or may be of interest to the neighbors.

Direct Effects

The following impacts, all of which would be mitigated to a 
level through implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the Draft
EIR, were 

construction (which could result in of soil but 
mitigated by compliance 
Stormwater permit); the demolition of 
(which could result in the release of hazardous substances present in the structures
or soil but would be mitigated by use of 
with applicable regulations, preparation of a risk management plan, and conduction
of additional soil 
construction (which could result in off-site deposition of eroded soil but would be
mitigated by compliance with the provisions of the Standard 

Mitigation Plan 
(which could result in degradation of runoff water quality but would be mitigated

by compliance with the provisions of the SUSMP); and construction noise (which

could result in intermittent noise levels that exceed applicable standards but would
be mitigated by implementation of best management practices). 
the mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR, all of 
impacts would be reduced to less-than-significant levels. 
beginning on page 1-8 in the Draft EIR for a , mitigation

measures, and significance after mitigation of each impact.

Indirect Effects:

The Draft EIR 
impacts from the project: loss of parkland and 

inconsistency with zoning and general plan. , the following impacts

could indirectly affect the subject properties; however, all of these impacts would
be addressed and reduced through the implementation of the mitigation 
identified on the Draft EIR: of emergency response plans (which

could impact e~ergency response times but would be mitigated by notification and

III- LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR
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Comment # Response
cooperation with the fIre and sheriff 
protection services (which could affect the provision of police protectlon 
but would be mitigated by use of the District:\ existing contract to retain additional
deputies as necessary); and hazards to pedestrians (due to additional pedestrian 

vehicular traffic, this impact would be 

schools for the existing and proposed high 
identified mitigation measures , each of those impacts would be reduced to a 

than-significant impact.

Carcamo- Comment noted.

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR III-
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III. rtJoIlJe,

Responses to Letter from Gabriel Sandoval

Comment #

Sandoval-

Response

Comment noted.

Sandoval- Comment noted.
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IV. MITIGATION MONITORING 

Introduction

The California Em-ironmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires the adoption of 

measures to reduce the severity and magnirude of potentially 
associated with project development. The Final Environmental Impact Report 
the Ne'\v High School (State Clearinghouse No. 2001051139) includes project-specific mitigation

measures to reduce the potential environmental effects of the proposed project.

Monitoring of the implementation of adopted 

Resources Code Section 21081.6. The Final EIR for the proposed project provides a list of both
the project-specific and LRDP mitigation measures, and describes the process 
mitigation measures would be monitored. 
of this Mitigation , the project-specific mitigation

measures included in the 

Monitoring Program.

Purpose

The purpose of the New High School Mitigation Monitoring 
with all mitigation measures to mitigate or avoid 
impacts 
Implementation of this MMP shall be 
measures will be implemented 
project construction; or (3) as part of project operations.

Responsibilities and Duties

In general, mqnitoring will consist of demonstrating that mitigation measures were implemented

and that the respon~ible unit monitored the implementation of the 

unit for detennining compliance with 

Services Division. Monitoring will consist of determining whether

The specific issues identified in the mitigation measures were considered in the design

development phase;

Construction contracts included the provisions specified in the mitigation 

The required actions specified in the mitigation measures occurred prior to or during

construction; and

LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR IV-



IT , Afiligalioll Jo.lollitoring Program

Ongoing administrative activities included the provisions identified in the mitiganon

measures

Any concerns berween monitors and construction personnel 
Project Manager. The contractor 

appro,-al by the LUSD Project Manager.

List of Mitigation Measures

All project-specific mitigation measures included in the Final 
monitored as described above. These measures are 

IV- LUSD Proposed New High School Final EIR
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ATTACHMENT B

ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS



CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL EIR, FINDINGS, AND APPROVALS FOR THE
NEW HIGH SCHOOL PROJECT

CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL EIR

Pursuant to California Code of Regulations, Title 14 , Section 15090 , the Governing Board of
Lynwood Unified School District (the "Board") hereby certifies the Lynwood Unified School
District Final Environmental Impact Report (State Clearinghouse No. 2001051139) ("Final
EIR") for the New High School (the "Project"). The Final 
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code Section
21000 et seq. CEQA") and the State CEQA Guidelines , Title 14 , California Code of
Regulations , Section 15000 et seq. CEQA Guidelines ). The 

presented with the Final EIR and that it has reviewed and considered the infomlation contained
in the Final EIR prior to approving the Project for the Ham Park Site as set forth herein. The
Board further certifies that the Final EIR reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the
Lynwood Unified School District (the "District"). The Final 
Draft ErR, and the March 2002 Final EIR.

II. FINDINGS

Having received, reviewed and considered the infomlation in the record before it, including the
Draft and Final EIR (January 2002 and March 2002 , respectively), which are herein incorporated
by reference , the following Findings are hereby adopted by the Board as required by CEQA
(specifically, Public Resources Code Sections 21081 , 21081.5 and 21081.6), and the CEQA
Guidelines (specifically California Code of Regulations , Title 14 , Sections 15091 through
15093), in conjunction with the approval of the Project, which is set forth below.

The District is the "lead agency" for the Project evaluated in the EIR. Based upon the substantial
evidence in the record before it, the Board finds that the Draft EIR and Final EIR were prepared
in compliance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The Board finds that the Draft EIR was
prepared by consultants retained by the District and by District staff, subject to the independent
review and judgment of the District. The Board finds that it has independently reviewed and
analyzed the Draft EIR and the Final EIR for the proposed Project, that the Draft EIR which was
circulated for public review reflected its independent judgment, and that the Final EIR reflects
the independent judgment of the Board. .

The District has based its actions on full appraisal of all viewpoints , including all comments
received up to the date of adoption of these Findings, concerning the environmental impacts
identified and analyzed in the Final EIR.

In addition, the Board has reviewed and considered the Mitigation Monitoring Program (which is
contained in the Final EIR), which describes the process to ensure implementation of the
mitigation measures that have been incorporated into the approved Project to reduce or avoid
significant effects on the environment. This monitoring or reporting program will ensure CEQA
compliance during Project implementation.
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III. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

PROJECT NEED AND OBJECTIVES

The District prepared a preliminary feasibility and planning study, called the Facilities Master
Plan, which was made public in April 2000. A public meeting to discuss the Facilities Master
Plan was held on June 6 , 2000. No members of the public or responsible agencies appeared or
submitted documents at these meetings. The Facilities Master Plan was approved by the
Governing Board of the Lynwood Unified School District on June 27 2000 as a framework for
future planning of new construction and expansion projects within the District.

There is substantial evidence , including but not limited to the Facilities Master Plan , that a new
high school is needed to adequately serve the District community. The existing Lynwood High
School was originally designed with a capacity for approximately 3,400 students , but currently
enrolls approximately 4 300. Therefore , the existing High School is already over capacity.
Enrollment levels are expected to increase over the next several years , thereby increasing the
need for a new high school. As existing middle school and elementary students grow older, high
school enrollment demand will increase further, exacerbating the problem of overcrowding.
During 2001 , overcrowding resulted in the addition of nine new modular classrooms to the
existing high school.

Under State law, school districts that have made all reasonable efforts to impose all levels of
local debt capacity and development fees are eligible for financial assistance to construct new
schools or modernize existing schools (that were constructed more than twenty-five years ago).
The District meets the criteria of financial hardship, and is therefore eligible for funds to
construct new schools to meet enrollment demand, convert temporary classrooms to pemlanent
structures , and modernize older schools. The District intends to apply for State funds for site
acquisition and construction of the new high school, without which the new high school would
not be feasible.

The overall goal of the proposed Project is to provide high school capacity to adequately serve
the Lynwood community. Specific Project objectives are as 

Provide a full range of academic facilities and programs , including sciences , arts , and
physical education for 1 600 high school students on a contiguous site;

Relieve overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High School;

Expand enrollment capacity to meet projected Lynwood Unified School District
District") needs based on existing elementary and middle school enrollment and

demographic projections; and

Develop a school that utilizes funds available for districts with financial "hardship
status" under State law.

9/4/2003

LA\793425.



OVERVIEW OF PROJECT

The subject of the Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") is the New High School Project
proposed by the District. The proposed Project consists of a high school facility situated on 14.
acres. The Project consists of the site and design approval, site acquisition , and school
construction and operation and all other actions and approvals necessary for the construction and
operation of the New High School at the proposed Project site.

The proposed New High School would be designed to accommodate approximately 1 600
students. The additional capacity at the New High School would relieve 
existing high school by providing new capacity for approximately 800 currently enrolled high
school students at the new location , and would accommodate increased student population
which is anticipated to occur in the District as a result of population growth and demographic
changes. No overall increase in District enrollment is projected Project. 
The District does not own any land on which to build a new school, and must acquire land to
build it. The only parcel of land 
Education for a new high school in Lynwood is the Project site, as described in Section 2. 1 of
the Final EIR, and in the "Report on the Proposed New High School, Lynwood Unified School
District " hereby incorporated by reference.

The Project site , which is shaped like an inverted " , is located in the eastern portion of
Lynwood, and it is bounded by Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard on the north, Duncan and
Louise Avenues on the west, Cortland Avenue on the south, and Wright Road on the east. The
Project site is currently being used for a public park and residential units.

The proposed High School would include all the facilities associated with high school functions
including but not limited to the following specific components: classrooms , administrative
facilities , perfomling arts theater and labs , a gymnasium, food service area, library, lockers
athletic fields , hardcourt play areas , and parking on surface lots and a parking structure.

The following City functions would be located at the Project site , and they would be made
available to City residents:

. "

Tot lot" play area;

Community facilities for continued recreational uses (i. , dance classes and art
classes); and

Relocated Abbott residence.

Approximately 416 parking spaces would be provided on the site, in a surface lot and a parking
structure located south of Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. The Abbott Residence would be
relocated onsite; at this time it anticipated that it will be moved approximately 600 feet to the
southwest, adjacent to Louise Avenue. Playing fields , landscaped open space, and other
recreational amenities would be incorporated into the proposed Project. This 
approximately 8. 1 acres of playing fields and recreational facilities , as well as a "tot lot" play
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area reserved for use by City residents. The recreational facilities in the park would be made
available to area residents during non-school hours , weekends , and holidays.

The EIR was prepared in compliance with the requirements of CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines to infoml the public of the environmental setting, potential project-specific and
cumulative environmental impacts of the Project, and mitigation measures. The ErR was also
prepared to infoml decision-makers of the environmental consequences of the Project, including
all of the approvals that may be needed to construct or implement the Project, whether or not
such actions are explicitly listed in the ErR.

To implement the Project, the District and/or other public agencies may consider various actions
pemlits , and approvals. For example , the District may consider and approve a resolution
rendering the local zoning plans inapplicable to the proposed use of the subject property for the
New High School. Other agencies may also consider 
other actions , including but not limited to the City of Lynwood, the Department of Toxic
Substances Control , the Regional Water Quality Control Board California Department of
Education, and the State Allocation Board.

The proposed Project would require acquisition of the alleyway extending east of Duncan
A venue. In addition, the residences and adjacent Ham Park would be acquired by the District
through voluntary sale or through a condemnation action in accordance with State law.

The District qualifies as a financial hardship district under that Program. 
the Project would be provided by the State Allocation Board, under the School Facilities
Program and the District would submit appropriate applications for site acquisition and
construction funds.

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Prior to the preparation of the Draft ErR for the Project, the District and the City implemented a
public involvement process prior to preparation of this EIR referred to as the "scoping process.

On December 5 2000 , a meeting was held for the homeowners affected by the proposed New
High School; approximately 14 of the 27 homeowners were in attendance.

Subsequently, four public meetings were held within the community to discuss District facilities
expansion during May 2001 (on May 9 , 11 , 16 , and 18). Each of these meetings was advertised
in one of two local newspapers: The Lynwood Journal and The Lynwood Press. Additionally,
the District distributed about 16 000 flyers through the existing student population for the May
meetings. Approximately 15 to 

The District prepared an Initial Study (IS) for the proposed Project and detemlined that the
proposed Project may have a significant effect on the environment. The District detemlined that
an EIR should be prepared to analyze the potential impacts associated with approval and
implementation of the proposed New High School Project.

On May 25 , 2001 , the District distributed a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental
Impact Report to the State Clearinghouse, local and regional responsible agencies and other
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interested parties. The NOP was published in The Lynwood Journal on June 6 , 2001. A copy of
the NOP , and the responses received during the 30-day public review period, are contained in
Appendix A of this document.

A meeting between the City of Lynwood and the District was held pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15082(c) on September 13 2001. Those in attendance at 
District Superintendent, District Board Members , District consultants , the City Mayor, City
Manager, and representatives from a number of City departments. This meeting was requested
by the City and held in order to assist the lead agency in detemlining the scope and content of the
ErR.

Comments received during the public involvement process and the IS/NOP scoping period were
considered in the preparation of this ErR.

The Draft EIR for the Proposed New High School was circulated for review and comment by the
public , agencies and organizations for a 45-day public review period that began on January 18
2002 and concluded on March 4 2002. A Notice of Completion of the Draft EIR was sent to the
State Clearinghouse and the Draft ErR was circulated to State agencies for review through the
State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research. A notice of the availability of the Draft
EIR for review was mailed to approximately 350 residents and property owners in the vicinity of
the Project site , and also posted on the proposed site (at three locations around Ham Park). A
notice of availability was also placed in The Lynwood Journal on January 23 , 2002. During the
review period , the public , local and State agencies submitted written comments on the Draft EIR.
During the public review period, five written comment letters on the Draft EIR were received
(including the letter from the State Clearinghouse).

Based on the IS and comments received, the Draft evaluated the following environmental issues:
aesthetics , air quality, biological resources , cultural resources , geology and soils , hazards and
hazardous materials , hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, noise , population and
housing, public services and utilities, recreation, transportation/traffic, and utilities and service
systems. The IS detemlined that the Project would result in no impacts related to agricultural
resources and mineral resources; therefore, those issues are not addressed in detail in the Draft
EIR.

COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Comments on the Draft EIR were received from the State Clearinghouse , the California
Department of Transportation, the City of Lynwood. In addition, two letters from individuals
were received. These letters discussed the following comments:

State Clearinghouse: Letter dated March 5 , 2002 noting that the Draft EIR
was circulated to the appropriate State agencies in compliance with CEQA.

California Department of Transportation: Letter dated February 6 , 2002
requesting that the District implement the traffic safety measures identified in
the Draft EIR, recommending measures to reduce effects of construction truck
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trips on State highways, and suggesting noise mitigation measures for traffic
noise , if needed.

City of Lynwood: Letter dated March 4 2002 , incorporating the City
comments on the Notice of Preparation , and requesting further analysis of
issues related to water quality and hydrology, land use , noise , public services
open space and recreation , traffic and circulation , population and housing,
light and glare , and cumulative impacts.

Luis and Petra Carcamo: Letter dated February 8 , 2002 , requesting
infomlation regarding the impacts of the Project on their Duncan Avenue
properties.

Gabriel Sandoval: Letter dated February 4 2002 , in support of the Project.

The District evaluated the comments on environmental issues received from persons who
reviewed the EIR. In accordance with CEQA , the District prepared written responses describing
the disposition of significant environmental issues raised. As required by CEQA , the District has
provided to each of the public agencies that commented on the Draft EIR its responses to the
comments received from that agency at least ten days prior to the certification of the Final EIR.
The Final EIR provides adequate, good faith and reasoned responses to the comments.

Furthemlore , the District has complied with the provisions of Section 21151.2 of the Cal. Public
Resources Code, and has given the City ofLynwood Planning Commission notice of the
proposed acquisition of the City s Ham Park site for the New High School project. 
Commission s response has been forwarded to the Board under separate cover. No significant
new infomlation was provided by the Planning Commission.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088. , a lead agency is required to recirculate an ErR
when significant new infomlation is added to the EIR after notice is given, but before
certification. The teml "infomlation" includes: (i) changes to the 
environmental setting; or (iii) additional data or other infomlation. CEQA Guidelines Section
15088.5 further provides that " (nJew information added to an EIR is not ' significant' unless the
EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a
substantial adverse environmental effect of the Project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid
such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the project's proponents have
declined to implement."

The District has reviewed the comments received and responses thereto as well as other textual
changes and references that have been incorporated into the Final ErR.

Since the release ofthe Draft EIR for public comment, there have been no changes in the Project
no changes in the environmental setting, and no additional data or other infomlation that would
deprive the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon the Project. Therefore , having
reviewed the infomlation contained in the Draft and Final EIR and in the administrative record
as well as the requirements under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 regarding recirculation of
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draft EIRs , the District hereby finds that there is no new significant infomlation and no need to
recirculate the ErR. Therefore , the Final EIR has been prepared and considered by the Board.

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The District has prepared a Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR), which , in
accordance with the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, consists of:

(a)

(b)

The Draft EIR;

Comments and recommendations received on the Draft ErR;

(c) A list of persons , organizations , and public agencies commenting on the Draft
EIR;

The District's responses to comments received on the Draft EIR; and(d)

(e) Other infomlation added by the District, including all documents incorporated by
reference.

IV. PROJECT IMPACTS AND DISPOSITION OF RELATED MITIGATION
MEASURES IDENTIFIED IN THE FINAL EIR

The analysis in the Final ErR identifies all of the significant environmental impacts of the
proposed Project. All of the mitigation 
Approval and are made conditions of the Project. The following Findings are made with respect
to each significant environmental impact, which are described after the Finding. In addition , the
following provides a more thorough description of the potential impacts of the Project and
mitigation measures in support of the Findings.

AESTHETICS

FINDING: No significant Project or cumulative impacts related to aesthetics have been
identified and no mitigation measures are required. However, the mitigation measure
identified in the Final EIR is approved by and will be implemented by the District and will
further reduce the less-than-significant impacts of the Project.

The EIR provides an analysis of the potential impacts related to aesthetics. The proposed Project
will be compatible with the visual quality of the area. Although some structures of the Project
will be taller than the surrounding development, which is generally one story in height, this will
not substantially alter the visual quality of the area.

The proposed Project design will provide 8. 1 acres of landscaped open space , similar to existing
conditions.

The Final EIR analyzes the potential impacts related to the provision of similar levels of lighting
will be provided on the playing fields and the other recreational spaces; these impacts are also
described in Section IV. , Recreation, below. Night lighting around the school buildings will
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also be provided, and this will generally increase the ambient light levels on portions of the site.
Although impacts from night lighting will be less than significant, the following mitigation was
identified in the Final EIR and will be implemented to further minimize less-than-significant
impacts on lighting:

. VIS-I: Proj ect 

the perimeter of the site shall be directed downward onto the Project site and where
appropriate , include features 
parcels.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. Related projects would not
substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the Project site , or create new
sources of substantial light or glare. No significant cumulative impacts would occur.

AIR QUALITY

FINDING: No significant Project or cumulative impacts related to air quality have been
identified and no mitigation measures are required.

The EIR provides an analysis of the potential air quality impacts. The proposed Project will
result in air emissions during the construction period from onsite demolition, site preparation
grading, and construction activities as well as offsite mobile emissions from truck trips. The
construction-related daily emissions will be 14.5 lb/day for CO , 63.3 lb/day for VOC , 50.
lb/day for NOx, 2. 5 lb/day for SOx , and 3.5 lb/day for 
the significance thresholds developed by the South Coast Air Quality Management District

SCAQMD") and are not considered significant by the District.

After construction, onsite stationary and mobile source emissions will not exceed SCAQMD
thresholds and are not considered significant by the District. Emissions will include a net
increase of 47.4 lb/day for VOC , 22.9 lb/day for NOx, 127.5 lb/day for CO , and 12.2 lb/day for
PMIO.

Traffic generated by the proposed Project will increase the localized CO concentrations by a
maximum of 0. 1 ppm over an 8-hour period and 0. 1 ppm over an 8-hour period. These amounts
will not exceed SCAQMD' s threshold.

The proposed Project will not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the Air Quality
Management Plan.

The proposed Project will not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people
and will also not be affected by the objectionable odors from the existing industrial uses in the
vicinity. No significant impacts will occur.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the Project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. Emissions associated with operation
of the proposed school will be less than those associated with existing uses of the site, therefore
the proposed Project will not contribute to any cumulative air quality impacts.
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

FINDING: No 
have been identified and no mitigation measures are required. However, the mitigation
measure identified in the Final EIR is approved and will be implemented by the District
and will further reduce the less-than-significant impacts of the Project.

Removal of mature trees during construction could result in removal of occupied bird nests
although none have been identified on site. Because 
the absence of nests at the Project site during a field survey, the potential for removal of
occupied nests is considered low , and impacts will be less than significant.

Although impacts will be less than significant, the following measure is recommended to ensure
that , under the remote possibility that a nest is established on the Project site prior to Project
construction, the following mitigation was identified in the Final EIR and will be implemented
by the District to further reduce the already less-than-significant impacts:

. BIO-l: If , the District shall consult
with the U.S. Department ofFish and Wildlife Service and/or the California
Department of Fish and Game to develop specific mitigation measures. The
mitigation measures may consist of delaying construction, removing nest and
nestlings and raise by hand at a qualified facility, or taking the nest and nestlings
under agency auspices , or other appropriate measures. The mitigation shall be
implemented at the direction of the appropriate agency and shall take place in a
timeframe that is deemed appropriate by the agency. The mitigation shall be deemed
as complete once the tree is removed or the nest/nestlings are removed , according to
the specifications of the relevant agency.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. Related projects will result in the
removal of mature trees , however, given the urbanized nature of the setting, the potential for
impacts to migratory species and occupied nests is low. No significant cumulative impacts
would occur.

CUL TURAL RESOURCES

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
changes or alterations are hereby incorporated into the Project which will 
avoid the significant environmental effects thereof identified in the completed
environmental impact report, and will reduce the significant impacts related to the Abbott
House, a significant historic than-significant level. No other significant
Project or cumulative impacts related to historic resources would occur and no other
mitigation measures are required. However, pursuant to Public Resources Code ~
21081(a)(3), the District finds that, to the extent it is infeasible to implement the mitigation
measures, the impacts related to the Abbott Residence 
unmitigated.
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The Final ErR analyzed the existing uses onsite to determine if any were historically significant.
The EIR identified the Abbott Residence as a significant historic resource. 
infeasible to retain the Abbott Residence in its existing location, due to the site and design
constraints , the proposed Project design will not permit the Abbott Residence to remain in its
current location. Therefore , the following mitigation measures have been identified , which the
District approves and will implement to the extent feasible:

. CR-l: The Abbott Residence , as close to its original
location as feasible. Adequate space (a minimum of25 feet on all sides) shall be
provided around the structure , in order to maintain a context similar to its original
location.

. CR-2: The rear 
portion of the structure does not need to be relocated. However, if the rear addition is not
relocated , then the rear of the structure shall be repaired to match the remainder of the
original structure.

. CR-3: Comprehensive documentation of 
the commencement of any relocation, alteration, grading, and or demolition. The record
shall be consistent with Historic American Building Survey (HABS) level 2 standards
and include description of the significance of the building and its physical conditions
both historic and current, through site plans , historic maps , photographs , written data, and
text, and shall include:

Written text (HABS Narrative FOmlat) documenting the architecture and
historical significance of the property, including a discussion of its historical
context and the construction history of the structure itself. Biographical
infomlation about the Abbott family and their role in local history shall also be
included.
Photographic documentation depicting all exterior elevations and interior
character-defining features. Photographs shall be large format, black and white
archival processed, taken by a professional photographer familiar with the
recordation of historic buildings, and prepared in a fOmlat consistent with HABS
standards for large fOmlat and field photography.

. CR-4: Resulting 
Department of Planning who shall act as archivist, and other local venues such as public
and school libraries shall be provided with copies of the HABS documentation for public
use.

. CR-5: A permanent, on-site interpretive display presenting the history of the property
and possibly incorporating excerpts from the HABS documentation shall be created
within an area of the Project accessible to the public.

. CR-6: Due care 
the moving procedure will be mitigated through a policy of adherence to the Secretary of
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the Interior s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic
Buildings (1990). Continued deterioration and alterations that 
the structure s fabric and appearance shall also be mitigated through a policy of
adherence to the Secretary Standards, as shall any future work toward the rehabilitation
and reuse of the Abbott Residence.

At this time , it is anticipated that the Abbott Residence will be relocated onsite , adjacent to
Louise Avenue , consistent with the above-referenced mitigation measures. If, however, it is
detemlined that relocation of the structure is infeasible (i. , the Abbott Residence has not
retained sufficient structural integrity to survive relocation), then impacts would be significant
and unavoidable.

Ham Park does not meet the 50-year age requirement for recognition as an historical resource
nor does it display the qualities of design necessary to be considered historically significant.

Demolition of the onsite residential units will not significantly impact historical resources.
Development of the neighborhood is not associated with any particular trend, era, event , or series
of events , or historical pattern, but rather, represents development over the course of several
decades. None of the onsite residential units display any unique or outstanding architectural
features , and there is no evidence of historical associations for the neighborhood.

The EIR also analyzes the potential for cumulative impacts. Related development could result in
the loss of existing historic resources , or disturbance of buried archaeological resources. No
historic resources (beyond the Abbott Residence) have been identified to date at any of the other
District development and expansion sites. However, to the extent that resources are identified in
the future , impacts would be site-specific and would be addressed through Project-specific
environmental review , and the development standards of individual cities. No significant
cumulative impacts would occur.

FINDING: No 
have been identified and no mitigation measures are required; However, the mitigation
measure identified in the Final EIR is approved by and will be implemented by the District
and will further reduce the less-than-significant impacts of the Project.

There is no evidence of archeological resources occurring at the site. Nevertheless , development
of the Project at the proposed site could result in potential impacts to unknown archaeological
resources. The following mitigation 

implemented by the District to further reduce the less-than-significant impacts:

. CR-7: The Lynwood Unified 
professional archaeological monitor to be present during demolition , grading,
trenching, tree removal , and other excavation on the Project site in areas of
reasonable integrity.

. CR-8: If any significant , features , or human remains are
encountered, and they cannot be avoided , work in the affected area will be suspended.
In such an event, an archaeologist recommended by the State Historic Preservation
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Office will conduct a survey of the affected area. A preliminary determination will
then be made as to the significance of the survey findings. 
the survey remains will be preserved and appropriate professional actions taken in
accord with established professional practices.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the Project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. No significant cumulative impacts
would occur.

GEOLOGIC RESOURCES

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
changes or alterations are hereby incorporated into the Project which 
avoid the significant environmental effects thereof identified in the completed
environmental impact report, and will reduce the significant impacts related to 
resources to a less-than-significant level.

The EIR analyzes the potential impacts related to geologic resources. Construction activities will
temporarily increase soil exposure to wind and water erosion; these impacts will be significant.
The Final EIR identifies the following mitigation measure, which is approved by the District and
will be implemented as part of the Project:

. GEO-l: The developer for 

(NOI) to the SWRCB for coverage under the Statewide General Construction
Activity Stormwater Permit and shall comply with all applicable requirements
including the preparation of a Stomlwater Pollution Prevention Plan. Construction
specifications shall include an erosion control plan that will include the following:

Erosion control methods to stabilize exposed surfaces as soon as feasible. For
landscaped playing fields and open space, installation of landscaping as soon as
possible but no later than 60 days following the conclusion of grading, to minimize
erosion potential.

Implementation of mitigation measure GEO- 1 will reduce the potential for wind and water
erosion to below a level of significance.

Ground shaking associated with a major seismic event would expose persons and property to
potential hazards. The Final EIR identifies the following , which is approved
by the District and will be implemented as part of the Project:

. GEO-2: Project construction shall 

Geotechnical Investigation Report, prepared by Converse Consultants on November
, 2001 , shall be adhered to. These recommendations include, but are not limited to

complete demolition and removal of existing structures; removal of all loose or soft
fill materials; observation of all exposed sub 
fill , pavements , and slabs by the Project geotechnical engineer; and provision of
adequate drainage to reduce percolation of water into structural backfill or sub 
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soils. In addition, adherence to applicable building codes , including the most recent
seismic design standards would mitigate the potential for damage to structures and
safety risks to building occupants.

Implementation of mitigation measure GEO-2 will reduce the potential for seismic shaking to
below a level of significance.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the Project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. Related projects would be exposed to
potential geologic hazards related to soil and geologic conditions and ground 
seismic events. Adherence to applicable building codes and geotechnical recommendations in
Project design , adherence to standard construction techniques (which would be subject to city
inspection) would reduce cumulative impacts associated with geologic hazards and seismic risks.
No significant cumulative impacts will occur.

Potential erosional impacts during construction of the related Project development could
cumulatively increase soil erosion and downstream water quality effects unless Project level
impacts are adequately mitigated. However, it is anticipated that adequate mitigation will be
incorporated into individual projects as a result of the current legal requirements for control of
erosion stOml water discharges. No significant cumulative impacts will occur.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
changes or alterations are hereby incorporated into the Project which 
avoid the significant environmental effects related to hazardous materials 
the significant impacts to a less-than-significant level.

The Final ErR analyzes the potential impacts related to hazardous materials during construction
and operation of the New High School. Demolition of existing structures could potentially
expose construction personnel and the public to hazardous materials. , these
impacts are considered significant. The Final EIR identifies the following mitigation measure
which is approved by the District and will be implemented as part of the Project:

. HAZ-l: The Project developer 

all asbestos-containing materials , lead-based paints , or PCBs encountered during
demolition activities are removed, transported , and disposed of in full compliance
with all applicable federal , State , and local regulations.

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce the potential impacts to below a level of
significance.

The proposed Project site has been thoroughly examined in the Preliminary Environmental
Assessment ("PEA"), which has been submitted to the DTSC for review, and the Health Risk
Assessment (March 2002); both documents are on file at the District and are hereby incorporated
by reference. The District has complied with the 8 of the Cal.

Public Resources Code. No evidence of any of the conditions identified in Section 21151.8(a)(l)
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have been identified. The District has engaged in the 
21151.8(a)(2); none of the conditions or facilities of concern specified in Section 21151.8(a)(2)
have been identified in relation to the proposed Project.

Grading and excavation of the site could potentially expose construction personnel and the
public to hazardous materials that are present in the soil. Without proper mitigation, these
impacts will be significant. The Final EIR identifies the following mitigation measures , which
are approved by the District and will be implemented as part of the Project:

. HAZ-2: Site preparation, grading, demolition, and post-demolition activities shall conform
to the recommendations of the final Preliminary Environmental Assessment and
Supplemental Site Investigation , as approved by the DTSC. 
tanks , obvious or suspected contamination, or other features or materials that could
present a threat to human health or the environment are discovered during grading or
excavation of the site , work shall cease immediately. A risk management plan shall
be prepared that: (1) identifies the contaminants of concern and the potential risk each
contaminant would pose to human health and the environment during construction
and post-development; and (2) describes measures to be taken to protect workers and
the public from exposure to potential site hazards. Such measures could include a
range of options , including, but not limited to , physical site controls during
construction , remediation, long-teml monitoring, post-development maintenance or
access limitations , or some combination thereof. Depending on the nature of
contamination, if any, appropriate agencies shall be notified (e. , City of Lynwood
Fire Department, the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
Environmental Programs Division, and the DTSC). A site health and safety plan
which meets OSHA requirements shall be prepared and in place prior to commencing
work in any contaminated areas. The District, through its contractor, shall ensure
proper implementation of the health and safety plan.

. HAZ-3: Following the completion of demolition activities , the District will conduct
additional soil sampling in the areas currently occupied by structures to detemline
whether lead-based paints in those structures may have resulted in elevated levels of
lead in the soil in the area adjacent to those structures. 

Implementation of these mitigation measures will reduce the potential impacts to below a level
of significance. 

The development of the proposed Project will introduce a new school site, which may require
modification of the existing adopted emergency response plan. Without mitigation, this impact
would be significant. The Final EIR identifies the following mitigation measure , which is
approved by the District and will be implemented as part of the Project:

. HAZ-4: The 
the City of Lynwood, the Lynwood Fire Department, and the Los Angeles County
Sheriff Department regarding the development of the proposed site , and offer to
cooperate with the appropriate agencies regarding the potential need for any
modifications to the adopted emergency response plan that covers the proposed site.
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Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce potential impacts to below a level of
significance.

FINDING: The Final EIR analyzes the 
materials and the risk of exposure; these impacts are not significant and no mitigation
measures are required.

Use and storage of hazardous materials at the Project site will include limited quantities of
cleaning products; fertilizer, pesticides , and herbicides for outdoor landscaping; and products
used in classroom laboratories. Compliance with applicable regulations 
will be less than significant. 

Risks to carcinogenic exposures , noncarcinogenic chronic exposures , and noncarcinogenic acute
exposures fall within acceptable limits. No significant impacts will occur.

The Final ErR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. No significant cumulative impacts
would occur. Related projects could result in the demolition of existing structures, which may
contain hazardous materials , or involve development at sites that may be contaminated from
prior use. Adherence to applicable regulations and 
of structures and remediation of site contamination would avoid cumulative impacts.

For school development, consultation with the DTSC would be required. Project sites that have
the potential for the site contaminants would undergo the PEA process to assure that schools
would only be developed on sites that do not pose unacceptable risk levels. Development 
non-school projects may occur at sites that may be contaminated. Development at those sites
would be governed by plans for remediation, long-teml monitoring, post-development
maintenance , and/or access limitations. For sites where contamination is unknown and
encountered during construction, a site health and safety plan, would remediate site
contamination and include physical site controls during construction. No significant cumulative
impacts would occur.

Future school projects may be developed along evacuation routes identified in the City General
Plan. However, related Project development is not anticipated to impair implementation of or
physically interfere with the adopted emergency response plan. Project-specific review 
individual projects would require consultation with the City of Lynwood, the Lynwood Fire
Department, and the Los Angeles County Sheriff Department, or other adjacent jurisdictions as
appropriate, regarding the potential need for modifications to the adopted emergency response
plan. No significant cumulative 

HYDROLOGY AND WATER'QUALITY

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
changes or alterations are hereby incorporated into the Project which will 
avoid the significant environmental effects thereof identified in the completed
environmental impact report, and will reduce the significant impacts related to hydrology
and water quality to a less-than-significant level.
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The Final EIR analyzes the potential impacts related to hydrology and water quality.
Construction activities will result in runoff that would potentially affect water quality. Without
mitigation , these impacts will be significant. The following mitigation measure is approved and
will be implemented by the District as part of the Project:

. HYD- l: The design of the proposed Project shall comply with the provisions of the
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP), and shall include structural or
other measures to collect and treat the first 'l4 inch 
and control peak flow discharge.

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce the potential impacts to below a level of
significance.

Runoff could contain contaminants that will affect water quality. Without mitigation, these
impacts would be significant. The following mitigation measure is approved and will be
implemented by the District as part of the Project:

Mitigation HYD- , described above, will be required to address water quality impacts
from site runoff.

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce the potential impacts to below a level of
significance.

Proposed structures and parking will be sited within an area of ponding during a 100-year flood.
Without proper mitigation , these impacts would be significant. The following mitigation
measure is approved and will be implemented by the District:

. HYD-2: The school shall be sited and designed to minimize impacts from flooding.
This could include revision of Project plans to minimize the amount of structures
located within the 100-year flood zone , or design of the structures consistent with the
standards provided in Chapter 15 of the Lynwood City Code (e. , use of materials
resistant to flood damage, provisions of adequate drainage paths around structures
and elevation of structures or flood proofing to minimize water seepage into the
structure) .

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce potential impacts to below a level of
significance.

FINDING: No significant 
been identified and no mitigation measures are required.

Development of the proposed Project will modify local drainage patterns through the addition of
contiguous areas of impervious surfaces. Additional runoff will be accommodated by the
realignment of the existing 12 x 7 foot reinforced concrete box 
will not substantially affect the stOml drain system downstream from the Project site. 
minor increase in runoff, increases in erosion and siltation will not be substantial. No significant
impacts will occur.
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Groundwater was encountered in six exploratory borings on the site ranging from 22 to 29 feet
below existing ground surface. The Project will not consist of excavation or cut below 
and therefore will not affect groundwater. No significant impacts will occur.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the Project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. Related projects could result in
hydrology and water quality impacts associated with drainage and exposure to potential flooding
hazards. Compliance with applicable stOmlwater mitigation and building 
address these potential impacts. No significant cumulative impacts will occur.

LAND USE

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
proposed mitigation measures will reduce the potential land use impacts to the extent
feasible, however, due to the fact that no other feasible sites have been identified and due to
the site and design constraints, it is infeasible to implement any mitigation measures or any
alternatives which would fully mitigate or avoid the Project and potential cumulative land
use impacts.

The Final EIR analyzes the potential land use impacts of the Project. The design 
Project will not be substantially compatible with selected goals and policies in the City Zoning
Code and General Plan related to (1) building setbacks , (2) building heights, and (3) loss of
parkland. These impacts are identified , although the Project shall comply with the
requirements of the State Architect. As demonstrated in the Final EIR, there is no feasible
mitigation for these impacts. Because of the site constraints , the encroachment into the City
building setback is unavoidable. The building height will be violated unless the Theater is
eliminated from the Project. Finally, the parkland per se will be eliminated, although the Project
will replace the City facilities onsite and the District has proposed a Joint Use Agreement, by
which the District and the City could allow public access to the playing fields during non-school
hours. As discussed 

house the proposed New High School, despite the review undertaken by the District (as
described in Section 2. 1 of the Final EIR). These "impacts are significant and unavoidable.

According to comments submitted by the City of Lynwood, the Project site would be subject to
the zoning ordinances of the Lynwood Municipal Code, which would require the District to
obtain a Conditional Use Pemlit ("CUP") from the Gity. The Final EIR provides a detailed
analysis of the Project's compatibility with the City' s zoning and land use plans so that an
informed decision regarding the environmental consequences of the CUP may be made and no
additional environmental review would be required. However, the District may also consider
and approve a resolution to render the local zoning ordinances inapplicable to the proposed use
of property for the Project pursuant to California Government Code Section 53094. This action
would be consistent with, and would implement, the Project as described in the Final EIR. 
District approves such action, no CUP will be required.

Development of related projects is anticipated to generally confoml to the requirements of the
City of Lynwood and the adjacent jurisdictions. School projects proposed by the District are
anticipated to be in substantial confomlance with the Lynwood City Zoning Code, however some
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specific zoning requirements , including height and setbacks , may be exceeded at some locations.
All projects would be built in accordance with the standards of the State Architect. However, to
the extent that other District projects would not substantially conform to the City s land use and
zoning plans , there is the potential that cumulative land use impacts related to inconsistencies
with the City Zoning Code would be significant and unavoidable.

FINDING: No other 
measures are required.

The proposed high school will result in acquisition of 47 dwelling units and reconfiguration of an
existing park. The proposed Project, on 14. 8 acres , will generally replace the existing
landscaped recreational space , will not require modification of circulation patterns , and will not
physically divide the established community of Lynwood.

Proposed high school development will require acquisition by the District of the alleyway
through a street vacation or eminent domain. No significant land use impacts will occur.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. No 
have been identified.

NOISE

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
changes or alterations are hereby incorporated into the Project which 
avoid the significant environmental effects thereof identified in the completed
environmental impact report, and will reduce the than-
significant level.

The Final EIR analyzes the potential noise impacts related to construction and operation of the
Project. Construction noise will temporarily increase 

units by more than 5.0 dBA. Without proper mitigation , these impacts will be significant.

. N-l: The Project contractor , but not be limited to , the following best
management practices:

- No pile-driving will be permitted during the construction of the Project
Outdoor construction work on the Project shall be limited to the hours of7:00
m. to 10:00 p.m. on weekdays to the extent feasible

All construction equipment with a high noise generating potential , including all
equipment powered by internal combustion el).gines , shall be muffled or
controlled
All stationary noise generating equipment, such as compressors , shall be located
as far as possible from existing houses
Machinery, including motors , shall be turned off when not in use
Mobile equipment shall not be allowed to run idle near existing residences
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Implementation of these mitigation measures will reduce the potential impacts to below a level
of significance.

Exterior noise levels at the Project site will affect school use. Without , these
impacts will be considered significant.

. N-2: The proposed high school 
techniques such as minimization of glass surfaces and/or provision of double-paned
windows , insulation of walls , ceilings and doors and fresh air supply systems or air
conditioning, that will provide an interior noise environment that is below 50 dBA
CNEL.

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce potential impacts to below a level of
significance.

FINDING: No significant Project or cumulative impacts related to traffic noise and
conformance with City standards have been identified and no mitigation measures are
required.

Yehicular traffic of 2 864 vehicle trips per day will not result in a perceptible increase in ambient
noise due to Project traffic. Additionally, Project noise will not be incompatible with the levels
specified in the Lynwood City Code. Peak noise levels from playground and ball fields will be
between 65 to 74 dBA 
ball fields will be less than 70 dBA CNEL. (It is noted that there was an error in the discussion
of the potential CNEL noise levels in the Draft EIR, which has been corrected in the Final ErR.
The text change does not indicate any new significant infomlation but, rather, serves to clarify
the analysis already contained in the Draft EIR.) No significant impacts will occur and no
mitigation is required.

The Final ErR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the Project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. Related projects could result in
intermittent construction noise related to development of individual projects and increases in
ambient noise levels from operation of the related projects. Because of the dispersed location 
the related projects , cumulative impacts would not result in cumulative considerable increases in
nOIse.

Traffic increases from related development would be minimal and generally localized to the area
immediately surrounding the Project sites. Increases traffic volumes would not be sufficient to
result in a discernable noise increase. No significant impacts would occur.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

FINDING: No significant Project or cumulative impacts related to population and housing
have been identified and no mitigation measures are required. However, the mitigation
measures identified in the Final EIR are approved by and will be implemented by the
District and will further reduce the less-than-significant impacts.
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The Final EIR analyzes the potential impacts related to population and housing. The proposed
Project will displace 27 existing very low- to low-income residential properties that provide
housing for 47 households. The affected residential units , which will be acquired by the District
through voluntary sales or through an eminent domain proceeding in accordance with State law
are located at the following addresses:

5246 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
5242 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
5234 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
5230 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.

5224 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
5222 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.

5212 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
5206 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
11404 Duncan Ave.

5203 Walnut Ave.

5207 Walnut Ave.

5215 Walnut Ave.

5219 Walnut Ave.

5225 Walnut Ave.

5229 Walnut Ave.

5235 Walnut Ave.

5241 Walnut Ave.

524 7 Walnut Ave.

11500 Louise Ave.

11506 Louise Ave.

11512 12 Louise Ave.

11522 Louise Ave.

11526 Louise Ave.

11532 Louise Ave.

11534 Louise Ave.

11540 Louise Ave.

11544 Louise Ave.

There are more than a sufficient number of housing units in the market to address the proposed
Project. No significant impacts will occur 
the mitigation measure identified in the Final EIR is approved and will be implemented by the
District as part of the Project, thereby further reducing the less-than-significant impacts and
ensuring that the District complies with the requirements of State law to provide assistance to
displaced households:
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HODS- I: A relocation assistance plan shall be prepared by the District and approved
by the City of Lynwood to identify measures to support relocation of residents that
would be replaced by the proposed Project. The plan shall include the following
components:

The District shall identify comparable housing for all 47 households that would be
displaced by the proposed Project.
Priority shall be given to housing identified within the City ofLynwood.
If comparable housing is not available within the City of Lynwood, housing shall
be identified in adjacent communities, located within a reasonable distance from
the City.

If the household is relocated outside of the school district, relocated households
with students currently attending District schools would be permitted to continue
attending these schools.

Professional appraisal and the marketplace shall detemline the exact dollar value
required for acquisition at the time of the sale.

No significant housing impacts will occur.

The loss of 47 dwelling units households will not significantly alter SCAG' s 2000-05 household
forecasts for the City, as the City s "fair share" of regional housing need anticipates replacement
of 143 existing units between 1998 and 2005. No significant impacts will occur and no
mitigation measures will be required.

The proposed Project will not directly result in an increase in the total number of students
enrolled in the Lynwood Unified School District. Instead, the proposed New High School will
accommodate over-enrollment at the existing high school plus accommodate approximately 800
additional students that are currently enrolled in elementary and middle schools in the District.
As discussed in the Population and Housing and Growth Inducement analysis in the Final EIR
staff will be drawn from the existing labor force in Los Angeles County and will not induce
population growth. No significant population 
will be required.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the Project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. District school development projects
are intended to address existing and projected enrollment. Development 
and the other school projects are intended to relieve existing overcrowding, and would not
directly result in a substantial increase in population. Development 
would result in the removal of a total of approximately 
indicates that the affected households could be relocated within a 5-mile radius.

Related projects could increase the number of households displaced. The Housing Elements 
adjacent cities have policies and goals related to housing demand that may accommodate some
portion of this demand. With approximately 137 000 vacant housing units in Los Angeles
County the existing housing would accommodate demand associated with the related projects.
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The removal of 141 dwelling units would not significantly alter SCAG' s 2000-25 household
forecast for the City. The related demolitions do not exceed the number of units anticipated to be
replaced by 2005. In addition, none of the related projects within the City would result in
demolition of housing units. The City s adopted Housing Element concludes that there are
suitable sites available to accommodate the City s fair share of housing need , including
replacement housing. No significant cumulative impacts have been 

PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
changes or alterations are hereby incorporated into the Project which 
avoid the significant environmental effects thereof identified in the completed
environmental impact report, and will reduce the significant impacts related to public
services and utilities to a less-than-significant level.

The Final EIR analyzes the potential impacts on public services and utilities. 
result in the need for additional police protection at the proposed New High School. Without
mitigation, these impacts will be significant.

. PS-I: Through 
the District shall retain additional deputies as necessary to provide adequate police
services at the proposed New High School.

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce the impacts related to police protection to
below a level of significance.

FINDING: No significant Project or cumulative impacts related to sewage, water demand,
solid waste. electricity, schools, and fire protection would occur 
are required.

Sewage flows from proposed Project development will increase sewage generation by 35
percent. The existing 8-inch sewer main on Wright Road will have adequate capacity to handle
this increase. The JWPCP in Carson that treats wastewater 
increased wastewater. No significant impacts will occur.

No substantial increase in water demand is anticipated, since no overall increase in student
enrollment will result from the proposed Project. The City has adequate water supply to meet
current and future demand. No significant impacts will occur.

The proposed high school could result in a generation of approximately 211 tons per year of
solid waste , representing 0.002 percent of total regional demand. No significant impacts will
occur.

The Project-generated demand for electricity will be 1.7 million kilo-watt hours per year and will
be minor in the context of overall demand within Southern California and the State , and will
neither result in a substantial increase in demands beyond available supply, nor require a major
expansion of power facilities. No significant impacts will 

9/4/2003

LA\793425.



No increase in total student enrollment in the District will result from the proposed Project. The
Project will accommodate existing overcrowding at District schools and projected enrollment
growth. No significant impacts will 

The proposed Project site is located within the five-minute response time of the County Fire
Station No. 148. The school will be built in accordance with Building Code Standards related to
fire safety and will be adequately served by the Fire Department. No significant impacts will
occur.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. No significant cumulative impacts
would occur. The District has an existing 
retain deputies to provide law enforcement at District schools. The District would modify that
agreement as necessary to employ additional sheriff deputies as necessary.

The resident population in the City and surrounding communities would not increase due to
related projects. Fire and police protection service ratios would not be affected by the 
school Projects. Consultation with the Fire Department would 
adequate access for emergency response vehicles. Demand for law enforcement and fire
protection in adjacent jurisdictions would be addressed by the cities in which they are located
and would not contribute to cumulative effects within the City of Lynwood.

Employment opportunities associated with related development could increase the area
population, which could cumulatively increase demands on schools. Related school
development would increase capacity, and provide for additional demands.

Related projects with the highest potential for cumulative impacts are new construction projects
rather than reuse of existing urban infrastructure. As the City and surrounding area are largely
built-out, there would be relatively few projects that represent substantial new demands on
utilities (wastewater, water supply, solid waste , and energy) over existing uses. School
development and expansions would generally replace existing urban uses , and the increase in
demands on utilities would not be substantial and consistent with local and regional demand
projections. No significant cumulative impacts 

RECREA TIONAL RESOURCES

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
proposed mitigation measures will reduce the potential impacts related to loss of parkland
to the extent feasible, however, due to the absence of any available alternative sites, it is
infeasible to implement any mitigation measures or any alternatives which would fully
mitigate or avoid these impacts.

The Final ErR analyzes the potential impacts of the Project related to recreational resources. The
loss of the park and the recreational facilities provided by the park will reduce parkland and
recreational opportunities for the residents of the City of Lynwood. These impacts will be
significant. No other feasible alternative sites have been identified despite the reviews conducted
by the District (as described in Section 2. 1 of the Final EIR). Mitigation Measure REC- 1 has
been approved and the District will continue to seek to enter into a Joint Use Agreement with the23 
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City to accommodate public use of the recreational facilities at the school during non-school
hours.

. REC-I: 
playing fields , and other recreational facilities during non-school hours , subject to a
Joint Use Agreement. In addition, public use of the activity center and "tot lot" shall
be pemlitted during school hours. The District shall offer to enter into 
with the City of Lynwood to allow joint use of recreational facilities developed at the
school site. The complete text of the proposed Joint 
Appendix E of the Final EIR. The Joint Use Agreement details use of Recreation
Centers included as part of the proposed Project by the District and the City, site
ownership, recreation center revenue, and recreation center costs (including
maintenance costs and responsibility). Recreation Centers are defined as the
multipurpose center, gymnasium , outdoor playing fields , perfomling arts center, and
library. The proposed Joint 

Ownership of the property lies exclusively with the District.
The District shall have use of the recreation centers during normal school days
which include school days throughout the school year, summer sessions , and
inter-sessions.
The District shall have use of the recreation centers for scheduled school
activities , which include school-related activities , events , and functions , including
after-school programs , school athletics , parent-teacher association activities , etc.
The City shall have use of the recreation centers at all times other than during
nOmlal school days and scheduled school related activities.

- By , both the District and the School shall provide each other with a
calendar identifying the date , time , and nature of use of the recreation centers that
have been scheduled by that date. This infomlation will be consolidated in order
to create a master calendar.
The District' s use of the recreation centers shall take precedence over all other use
of the recreation centers.
The City and District shall each be solely responsible for maintaining, repairing,
or replacing its respective personal property located at the site.
The District shall perfoml all maintenance of the recreation centers. The District
shall secure the services of vendors to perform such maintenance. The cost 
maintenance shall be borne equally by both the District and the School.

Despite the District' s willingness to accommodate City and public activities onsite pursuant to a
Joint Use Agreement, the recreational impacts related to the loss of parkland are considered
significant and unavoidable.

The Final EIR also identifies mitigation measure REC- , which would require 
reconfigured play fields include outdoor lighting that would allow for evening use of playing
fields. Based upon the infomlation in the record, including the analysis contained in the Final
EIR, due to the cost of lighting for the playing fields and the unavailability of funding for field
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lighting, this measure has been determined to be infeasible and will not be implemented by the
District.

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
changes or alterations are hereby incorporated into the Project which 
avoid the significant environmental effects thereof identified in the completed
environmental impact report, and will reduce the significant impacts related to the use of
recreational than-significant level.

Use of recreational facilities due to their dual function as school and after-hours play areas could
accelerate physical deterioration of the facility. These impacts will be significant. 
approves and will implement the following mitigation measure:

Mitigation Measure REC-I will provide provisions for maintenance of recreational
facilities associated with the school.

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce impacts to below a level of significance.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. Development 
would result in the conversion of Ham Park into the site of a new high school. None 
related projects would result in direct impacts to recreational facilities. No significant
cumulative impacts would occur.

TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

FINDING: Pursuant to Public 
changes or alterations are hereby incorporated into the Project which 
avoid the significant environmental effects thereof identified in the completed
environmental impact report, and will reduce the significant traffic impacts to a less-than-
significant level.

Pedestrian traffic to and from the New High School could result in hazards to pedestrians. These
impacts would be significant. The District approves and will implement the following mitigation
measure as part of the Project:

. TR-I: As required by the California , the District shall
update the designated safe routes to schools for the existing high school and identify
safe routes to schools for the proposed high school.

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce impacts to below a level of significance.

FINDING: No 
operational traffic associated with the Project or parking have been identified and no
mitigation measures are required. However, the mitigation measures identified in the Final
EIR are approved by and will be 
less-than-significant impacts of the Project.
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Construction will generate truck and automobile traffic. Demolition and removal of debris will
generate trips and potentially result in localized congestion. Given existing free-flow conditions
and adjacent truck traffic , impacts from construction will be less than significant and no
mitigation measures are required.

The study intersections currently operate at LOS A and will continue to operate at free-flow
conditions following construction and occupancy of the proposed New High School. 
the alleyway that extends east from Duncan Avenue will not result in any access issues since the
residential units currently at the Project site will be demolished. The proposed Project traffic
will also not substantially affect freeway operations. No significant impacts will occur and no
mitigation measures are required. Although roadway impacts will be less than significant, the
following mitigation measure is approved and will be implemented as part of the Project to
further minimize localized congestion.

. TR- 2: All bus parking, bus drop-off and pick-up of students is to be restricted to the
designated areas as indicated on the site plan.

During the AM Peak Hour, a total of approximately 67 vehicles (approximately 
will be anticipated to turn left into the site from Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. 
turn lane is located in the roadway that has a capacity for 14 vehicles. The 
left turn queue at the left turn lane will be six vehicles , which will be accommodated by the
existing left-turn lane. No significant 
required.

The school will require 386 parking spaces to meet parking demands by students, faculty, and
staff. The proposed 416 parking spaces proposed by the Project design will be adequate to
accommodate student and staff demand. The unoccupied playing fields may be temporarily used
to accommodate overflow parking for weekend or evening school activities. There is the
potential for students , parents , faculty, and staff to park on the street or use this as a waiting area
for pick/up and drop off. Impacts from this type of activity will not be substantial because
adequate parking will be provided on site. No significant impacts will occur and no mitigation
measures are required. Mitigation Measures TR-3 through TR-5 are approved and will be
implemented as part of the Project to further reduce less-than-significant impacts of the proposed
Project on parking:

. TR- No Stopping" signs between 6:00 a.m. and 8:00 a.m. and 2:00 p.m. and 4:00
m. along Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard should be posted on both sides , and

Duncan Avenue and Wright Road , also on both sides.

. TR-4: Students , faculty, and employees should park on the school site to avoid harm
and inconvenience to the adjacent residential area. The District shall cooperate with
the Los Angeles Sheriffs Department in responding to complaints regarding
unauthorized off-campus parking.

. TR-5: Special provisions including hand guidance and direction to events must be
pre-planned and organized in a manner that will eliminate or minimize parking
intrusion to the adjacent residential district. Special event parking should utilize
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unoccupied playing fields for overflow parking to avoid parking impacts on the
adjacent residential areas.

No significant impacts will occur.

The Final EIR also analyzes the potential cumulative impacts from the project together with the
impacts of other development projects or related projects. Ambient traffic is anticipated to
increase at a rate of 1. 5 percent per year as a result of area-wide development and growth. In
year 2005 , all intersections would continue to operate at LOS A, when ambient growth is
considered. Traffic from development of four 
considerable , given the enrollment, the geographic spread of the schools, and the localized nature
of related vehicle trips. Other related projects are generally a considerable distance from the
Project site. The contribution of these projects would not 

All District schools would be designed to provide access to emergency vehicles through the
inclusion of all-weather surfaces providing access to structures. Schools would be designed
consistent with all applicable regulations requiring access for emergency vehicles. 
significant cumulative traffic impacts would occur.

Pedestrian traffic to and from the new school sites could result in hazards to pedestrians
including students walking to and from school. As new schools are added, the geographic area
served by existing schools may change. Designated safe routes to existing schools may warrant
modification. These impacts would be significant. The District 
following mitigation measure as part of the Project:

. CUM- I: The District shall update the designated safe routes to schools for all
existing schools , at such time as the number and location of new schools has been
identified.

Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce impacts to below a level of significance.

There is one mitigation measure that would require the cooperation of the City. Implementation
of all other mitigation would be the responsible of the LUSD' s Business Services Division.
Pursuant to Mitigation Measure TR- , installation of "No Stopping" signs along Martin Luther
King Jr. Boulevard , Duncan A venue and Wright Road were suggested to further reduce potential
Project-specific impacts. Installation of the proposed signage 
City of Lynwood , and is therefore beyond the jurisdiction of the LUSD. 
is considered technically feasible and would reduce potential impacts. The District finds that the
mitigation measure is within the responsibility and jurisdiction of the City of Lynwood and can
and should be implemented by the City. Furthemlore, by approving Mitigation Measure TR-
the District agrees to cooperate with the ' City to implement the subject improvements. However
no significant Project or cumulative traffic impacts have been identified and , if the City of
Lynwood does not install the proposed signage, impacts would remain less-than-significant.
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CUMULA TIVE IMP ACTS

Cumulative impacts are the anticipated impacts of the proposed project in combination with the
impacts of reasonably foreseeable growth. As stated in CEQA Guidelines 9l5130(b)( I),
reasonably foreseeable growth may be based on either of the following, or a combination
thereof:

. A , present, and probable future projects producing related or cumulative
impacts

. A 
document designed to evaluate regional or area-wide conditions

The cumulative impacts are described in the preceding sections (IY.A - IV.M).

For the purposes of this EIR, the potential cumulative effects of the proposed Project are based
upon a combination of a list of projects and adopted regional planning documents. For
cumulative impacts in the local area, a list of "related projects" was developed and presented in
Table 2-2 of the Final EIR. The study area for analysis of the potential cumulative 
Final EIR is the District, the City of Lynwood and the adjacent cities of Bellflower, Compton
Downey, Huntington Park, Paramount, and South Gate , with the following exceptions: (1) air
quality, is analyzed for the South Coast Air Basin; (2) Traffic and Transportation, which is
analyzed based on input from the RCPG , which covers the five-county area of Orange , Los
Angeles, Ventura, Riverside and San Bernardino counties; and (3) hydrology, which is analyzed

. for the 

As discussed above , the District' s Facilities Master Plan is a preliminary feasibility study
prepared pursuant to State law (SB 50) to estimate future enrollment, consider options to
accommodate future enrollment, and to identify existing schools which require renovation to
bring them up to current instructional standards. This Facilities Master Plan estimated that
enrollment in the District would increase from approximately 17 406 students in 199912000 

approximately 21,141 students in 2009/10 , an increase of approximately 3 735 students.

Using State standards for class size and instructional models , the capacity of existing schools in
the district was calculated (based upon the existing number of classrooms , including those
classrooms located in temporary buildings), which identified a future capacity shortage for a total
of approximately 4 262 students. To alleviate that shortage and relieve existing 
several schools , the Facilities Master Plan analyzed five alternative planning scenarios and
identified one (Alternative E) as the preferred solution. The preferred alternative proposed a
combination of expansion of existing (elementary school) sites and development of five new
schools to meet the identified shortfall , including one high school , one middle school , and three
elementary schools. The Facilities Master Plan then suggested general locations for these new
schools within the City of Lynwood (based upon projected future enrollment capacities and
demand in areas of the City), for planning purposes.

Subsequent to the approval of the Facilities Master Plan, the District embarked upon a process to
identify and evaluate existing school sites that could be expanded , and potential locations for
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new schools. The identified sites were then reviewed 
which utilized a range of review criteria (described in the School Selection and Approval Guide
CDE , 2000 , hereby incorporated by reference) to reduce the number of sites under consideration.
Agnes and Lugo Elementary Schools were identified as candidates for site expansions , which
would pemlit an increase in enrollment at Lugo Elementary School from 563 to 720 students
while enrollment at Agnes Elementary School would decrease from 766 to 720 students. Five
specific sites were identified for construction of new schools (which are depicted on Figure 2-
of the Final EIR): (1) Ham Memorial Park for a new high 
Lynwood Plaza for a new middle school; (3) a site at Long Beach Boulevard and Pluma Street
for Elementary School No. 1; (4) a site on Long Beach Boulevard between Palm and Carlin
Avenues for Elementary School No. 2; and (5); a site on Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
between Bullis Road and Ernestine Street for Elementary School No. 3. Other existing schools

are proposed to be renovated , and pemlanent classrooms constructed to replace existing
temporary classrooms.

Pursuant to State law , the District has been engaged in more detailed evaluation of the proposed
sites , including investigation of the potential for current or prior uses of the sites (or areas
adjacent to the site) to have resulted in the presence of hazardous substances which could pose a
risk to occupants of the new or expanded schools pursuant to the requirements of State law.

The cumulative impact analysis in this EIR considers the potential impacts of all of the
reasonably foreseeable and probable school projects, including renovation of existing schools
site expansion projects , and five new schools , including the proposed Project. However
although seven sites have been identified (expansion of existing schools and construction of five
new schools), until the site review process is completed for all seven sites, and DTSC determines
that any potential health risks can be reduced to acceptable levels , it is not known whether all
seven school projects will proceed at the currently identified sites. This EIR assumes that all
seven projects would occur at the currently identified sites, based upon available preliminary
planning infomlation for the proposed two school expansion projects and the five new schools.

The school projects that may be considered by the District would be intended to relieve
overcrowding at existing schools and accommodate future enrollment demand, which is based on
existing enrollment and demographic projections for school-age children within the District.
Even if none of the proposed projects are developed, expansion of enrollment is predicted to
continue at the elementary, middle and high school levels. This would require provision 
additional modular classrooms and the hiring of new teachers and staff. Thus many 
impacts associated with increased enrollment are likely to occur even in the absence of the
construction of five new schools , or the proposed expansion of two existing elementary schools.

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

When making findings , CEQA requires that a lead agency must adopt a reporting or monitoring
program for the changes to the Project which it has adopted or made a condition of Project
approval in order to ensure compliance during Project implementation. The New High School
Mitigation Monitoring Program accompanying the Final EIR (the "MMP" ) is designed to serve
this purpose for the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR. The MMP requires the
District to monitor mitigation measures designed to reduce or eliminate significant impacts , as
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well as those mitigation measures designed to reduce environmental impacts which are less than
significant. The MMP includes all of the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR and 
been designed to ensure compliance during implementation of the Project.

The Board finds that the impacts of the Project have been mitigated to the extent feasible by the
mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR and in the MMP. The Board adopts the
Mitigation Monitoring Program for the Project that accompanies the Final EIR. The monitoring
program designates responsibility and anticipated timing for the implementation of mitigation
measures and conditions within the jurisdiction of the District. 
and its implementation is hereby made a condition of approval.

The District approves and will implement all of the mitigation measures identified in the Final
EIR, with one exception. As stated above (Section IV.L. Recreation), the Final ErR identifies
mitigation measure REC- , which would require 
outdoor lighting that would allow for evening use of playing fields. Based upon the information
in the record , including the analysis contained in the Final EIR, due to the cost of lighting for the
playing fields and the unavailability of funding for field lighting, this measure has been
detemlined to be infeasible and will not be implemented by the District.

Furthemlore , as stated in Section IV. , above , it is noted that the relocation of the Abbott
Residence may not be feasible , if it has not retained sufficient structural integrity to permit onsite
relocation.

Additionally, implementation of Mitigation Measure TR-3 will require the cooperation and
action of the City and , although the District agrees to cooperate with the City, implementation of
Mitigation Measure TR-3 is beyond the jurisdiction of the District.

AL TERN A 

An EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines must describe and
comparatively evaluate a range of alternatives to the proposed project (see 915126. 6 of the
CEQA Guidelines). The lead agency is given substantial latitude in determining the range of
reasonable alternatives under the general guidance that an alternative must be feasible and shall
be selected and described in a manner to foster meaningful public participation and informed
decision making. The analysis of the environmental effects of the 
less detailed than the analysis of the proposed Project and to be primarily comparative.

Analysis of every possible alternative or option or combination of options would overburden the
ErR with an unnecessary amount of detail that would be redundant and complex, and would as a

, result fail to 

Project. To develop the , a list of potential alternatives was
prepared. Each potential alternative was evaluated, to detemlinate whether it would (1) feasibly
attain most of the basic objectives of the Project, (2) have the potential to avoid or substantially
lessen any of the significant effects of the Project, and (3) likely be considered feasible.

Alternatives to the Project that could potentially meet most of the Project objectives (which are
described in Section III , above) and avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of
the Project are analyzed in this ErR as part of the environmental review of the Project. The
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analysis of each alternative provides a comparison of the potential impacts of the alternative in
relation to the Project. The following alternatives are , (2)
Ham Park Only, (3) No Development within Ham Park, and (4) a Ham Park/Civic Center
Alternative.

Under the No Project Alternative , the proposed New High School Project would not be
developed. As existing elementary and , enrollment
demand at the existing high school would continue to grow. Lynwood High School would
continue to operate in exceedance of capacity, and accommodation of additional students would
require provision of additional modular classrooms. Accelerated physical deterioration of
existing facilities would continue as a result of overcrowding.

No alterations to Ham Park would occur and the adjacent residences would remain in the current
condition. The 14.8 acres ofIand that comprise the proposed site would remain as a park and
residential dwelling units. None of the impacts of the proposed Project would result under this
alternative.

Because no additional enrollment capacity would be provided, future increases in enrollment
demand at Lynwood High School would likely require the provision of additional modular
classrooms. Because current enrollment at the school is over the design capacity, the placement
of additional modular buildings would require the loss of either open space , playing fields
basketball (or other) courts , or surface parking. Because of ongoing parking limitations at the
High School , removal of existing surface parking is not considered feasible , thus additional
modular classrooms would either remove campus open space or space used for physical
education. This could constrain the ability of the District to continue to provide an 
range of physical education programs.

Under this alternative , the District would be unable to provide a range of academic programs for
600 high school students on a contiguous site; overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High

School would continue; enrollment capacity would not meet projected enrollment demand; and a
school would not be developed that utilizes funds available under Senate Bill 50. Therefore
none of the Project objectives would be met by the No Project Alternative.

Under Alternative 2, the Ham Park Site Only Alternative, the proposed Project would be
reconfigured so that all school buildings would be constructed within the existing boundaries of
the approximately lO-acre Ham Park. The proposed Project, as currently configured , would
result in the construction of a parking structure , a multi-purpose "City function" building, and a
tot lot" (for use by area residents) in an area of approximately 4. 8 acres along the western edge

of the proposed site , which would require the removal of 47 residential units. 
alternative, the parking garage

, "

City function" building, and "tot lot" would be constructed on
the southern portion of the site, in the area currently occupied by playing fields. The Abbott
Residence would be relocated to the southern portion of the site. No residential units would be
removed; however, the portion of the site available for recreational playing fields would be
reduced by approximately half. As a result, the extent of physical education programs that could
be offered at the new high school would be substantially reduced.
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Under this alternative , the District could relieve overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High
School; expand enrollment capacity to meet projected enrollment demand; and develop a school
that utilizes funds available under Senate Bill 50. However, the school site would be reduced in
size and would not be adequate for a new high school. Because the size of the site would be
reduced from approximately 14. 8 to 10 acres , the amount of land area available for physical
education programs would be reduced from approximately 8. 1 to 4 acres. The smaller site would
substantially constrain the design of the high school and limit programmatic and educational
options for the school. For example , the range of physical education programs that could be
offered at the site would be reduced, compared to the proposed Project. Therefore , this
alternative would not meet the objective to offer a full range of academic programs (including
physical education) for 1 600 students on a contiguous site.

Under Alternative 3, Limited Development of Ham Park Alternative , the Project would be
reconfigured to avoid development of construction of high school buildings within the existing
boundaries of Ham Park. The school facilities and parking structure would be 
the area currently occupied by residential facilities (with the parking structure in generally the
same location as the proposed Project on Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard). 
be utilized during school hours by the high school. As a result, Ham Park would be reconfigured
to provide playing fields (e. , on the southern portion of the park) and other recreational
facilities (e. , basketball courts on the northern portion of park), which would be utilized for
physical education programs during school hours. In order to provide sufficient area to construct
the school buildings and a parking structure outside the boundaries of Ham Park, additional
residential properties (compared to the proposed Project) would need to be acquired.

This alternative would require a site of approximately 14.8 acres. Of those 14.8 acres
approximately 8. 1 acres would be playing fields and open space and approximately 6.7 acres
would be covered by buildings and the parking structure. Therefore, in addition to the use of the
10-acre park, this alternative would require acquisition of approximately 6.7 acres of residential
properties adjacent to the park to accommodate the school facilities and parking structure (i.
approximately 1.9 more acres than required for the proposed Project). 
structures would be built within Ham Park, no relocation of the Abbott Residence would be
required , and no replacement of the "City function" building or "tot lot" would be required.
However, in order to meet the criteria of the Division of State Architect for schools , a secure area
(e. , surrounded by a fence) would have to be established. Depending on the layout of the site
daytime access to the "City function" building and the "tot lot" could be restricted , because of
the need to provide a secure site for all of the high school functions. As a result, although no
relocation of the City function building and tot lot would be required (since Ham Park would not
be developed with school facilities), it is anticipated that these facilities would not be available
during school hours.

Under this alternative, assuming that the District could adequately secure the site , including the
existing park areas , as required by State law , the District could: offer a full range of academic
programs (including physical education) for 1 600 students on a contiguous site; relieve
overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High School and expand enrollment capacity to meet
projected enrollment demand. It appears that this alternative would be eligible for funding under
Senate Bill 50 , as would the proposed Project. Although this alternative would, therefore , be
capable of achieving the Project objectives , it would substantially increase the adverse impacts
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upon the use of the park facilities, including the tot lot. The proposed Project has been designed
to accommodate the proposed new high school and to replace the City s park facilities , including
the tot lot, in an area removed from the proposed school facilities , so that the public could retain
access to these facilities even during school hours. This alternative would not pemlit the
relocation or replacement of such park facilities , and, therefore , would result in greater impacts
related to the loss of parkland. This alternative would meet identified Project objectives
although impacts would be worse than under the proposed Project.

Alternative 4, the Ham Park/Civic Center Alternative was 
Notice of Preparation for this EIR (and in consultation with the District on other occasions), the
City of Lynwood suggested an alternative to the proposed Project that would include
development of a sports-magnet high school (or "sports academy ) at the site of Ham Park and
an arts-magnet high school adjacent to the Lynwood Civic Center. Although the City developed
preliminary drawings for this conceptual alternative , the City did not provide the School Board
and the public with any detailed infomlation related to this concept. To give the School Board
and the public infomlation regarding the potential for such an alternative to reduce or avoid the
potential impacts of the proposed Project, the following analysis is provided.

For this alternative , it is assumed that two schools would be developed; one a sports-magnet
school with an enrollment of 600 students at the site of the existing Ham Park; the second an
arts-magnet school with an enrollment of 1 000 students located in the area surrounding
Lynwood City Hall , the City Hall Annex, and the site on Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
between Bullis Road and Ernestine Avenue currently occupied by a fOmler bowling alley (which
is the site proposed for Elementary School No. 3). It is assumed that 
classroom and related support space (e. , administration, cafeteria etc.), and provide on-site
parking for students , teachers , and staff. It is assumed that the sports magnet at Ham Park would
provide facilities appropriate to the general curriculum and physical education, and the arts-
magnet at the Civic Center would include facilities for the general curriculum and the arts, but
without facilities for physical education (due to space limitations at that location). 
assumed that existing parking lots at the Civic Center would be replaced with a single parking
structure that would serve both the arts-magnet school and the Civic Center, with access from
both Bullis Road and Ernestine Avenue. It is assumed that no facilities or functions at the Civic
Center would be removed as a result of this alternative.

Because two schools would be developed under this alternative , it is assumed that some
duplication of facilities would be required (e. , administration, food service) at each school , and
that the overall land area impacted by two schools would be greater than the single school
proposed for the Project.

Under this alternative , the District could relieve overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High
School; and expand enrollment capacity to meet projected enrollment demand. Because
development would occur at two sites, only one site (at Ham Park) could provide physical
education programs , as a result, the other high school site would not offer physical education
facilities. Because of the limited land area at Ham Park, a full range of academic programs
(including the arts) could not be accommodated. Therefore, this alternative would not meet the
objective to offer a full range of academic programs (including physical education) for 1 600
students on a contiguous site. Finally, this alternative would substantially delay the completion
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of a new high school and result in substantial new costs to the District, for which there is no
apparent source of funding. Therefore , this alternative would not meet the Project objectives.

In addition to the alternatives described above , two other potential alternatives were considered
in the preparation of this EIR, but detailed analysis was not provided in the EIR because these
alternatives are not considered feasible: (1) expansion of the existing Lynwood High School and
(2) development of the proposed Project at an alternative site.

The proposed Project is the environmentally superior alternative , because it meets the Project
objectives and incorporates mitigation measures to avoid significant impacts to the extent
possible. As stated in Section 4.6 of the Final ErR, of the other alternatives considered , the No
Project Alternative would be environmentally superior, because none of the impacts ofthe
proposed project would occur, including the potentially significant land use and recreation
impacts; however, the No Project Alternative would not allow development of a new high school
and would not effectively reduce the overcrowding at the existing high school or achieve the
District' s objectives.

STA 

The Board has balanced the benefits of the Project against its unavoidable environmental risks in
detemlining that the specific economic , legal , social , technological , or other benefits outweigh
the unavoidable significant adverse environmental effects related to land use and recreation.
Section 15093(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines provides that when the decision of the public
agency results in the occurrence of significant impacts which are identified in the Final EIR but
are not substantially mitigated, the agency must state in writing the reasons to support its actions
based on the Final EIR and/or other infomlation in the record. The reasons set forth below are
based on the Final ErR and other information in the record.

Based upon the substantial evidence in the record, including but not limited to the Final EIR, the
Report on the Proposed New High School , and the Facilities Master Plan, the District finds that
the benefits of the Project outweigh its unavoidable adverse environmental effects and
furthemlore , finds that such adverse environmental effects are acceptable. The reasons for the
approval of the Project despite the occurrence of significant unavoidable adverse land use and
recreational impacts include the following:

1. 
avoiding significant environmental effects to the extent possible. As demonstrated by substantial
evidence in the record , including but not limited to the Final EIR and the Report on the Proposed
New High School , the Project would allow the District to:

Provide a full range of academic facilities and programs , including
sciences , arts , and physical education for 1 600 high school students
on a contiguous site;

Relieve overcrowding at the existing Lynwood High School;
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Expand enrollment capacity to meet projected Lynwood Unified
School District ("District") needs based on existing elementary and
middle school enrollment and demographic projections; and

Develop a school that utilizes funds available for districts with
financial "hardship status" under State law

2. 
environmental effects to the extent feasible by relocating the Abbott Residence (if the house has
retained sufficient structural integrity to be relocated) and to accommodate City activities and
public use through the proposed Joint Use Agreement.

3. 
built in the most cost effective manner 'and would implement the environmentally superior
alternative.

4. 
recreational opportunities onsite through the proposed Joint Use Agreement with the City.

5. Furthermore , there are no feasible alternative sites within the Lynwood
Unified School District, as described in the Final EIR and in the "Report on the Proposed New
High School , Lynwood Unified School District." Therefore, there are no feasible mitigation
measures or alternatives that would reduce or eliminate the significant and unmitigated land use
and recreational impacts associated with the loss of parkland. However, the proposed Joint Use
Agreement and other features of the Project, such as the site design , would reduce such impacts
to the extent feasible. For the reasons stated above , and based on substantial evidence in the
record before it, the District finds that the unavoidable adverse environmental effects related to
the loss of parkland are acceptable and, furthermore, finds that the benefits of the Project
outweigh its unavoidable adverse environmental effects.

6. and in the Report on the Proposed New
High School and elsewhere in the record, there are no feasible mitigation measures or
alternatives that would reduce the impacts related to the Project's inconsistency with the City
building setback and height limitation, which are identified as significant and unmitigated
impacts. Because of site constraints and in order 
achieve an integrated and accessible campus design, the building setback encroachment is
unavoidable. Furthemlore , the only way to reduce or eliminate the height exception, the
proposed theater would have to be eliminated from the Project. For the reasons stated above , and
based on substantial evidence in the record before it, the District finds that the unavoidable
adverse environmental effects related to the inconsistencies with the City s zoning requirements
for setbacks and height limitations and the potential cumulative impacts are acceptable and
furthemlore , finds that the benefits of the Project outweigh its unavoidable adverse
environmental effects.
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INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

The Final EIR, the transcript of the Draft EIR Scoping meeting, the Facilities Master Plan and
any oral or written comments submitted to the District at or prior to the hearing before the Board
on March 26 2002 , and the Report on the Proposed New High School are hereby incorporated
into these Findings in their entirety. Without limitation, the incorporation is intended to
elaborate on the scope and nature of mitigation measures , the comparative analysis of
alternatives , and the reasons for approving the Project in spite of associated significant
unavoidable adverse impacts.

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Various documents and other materials constitute the record of proceedings upon which the
Board bases its Findings and decisions contained herein. Most documents related to this Final
EIR are located in the District's Public Infomlation Office , located at 11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood, CA 90262. Some documents included in 
located at the offices of consultants retained by the District for this Project. 

the record of proceedings is the Public Infomlation Office of the District, 11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood, CA 90262.

SUMMARY

1. 
record, the Board has made one or more of the following findings with respect to each of the
significant effects of the Project identified in the Final EIR:

a. , or incorporated into
the Project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effects on the
environment.

b. 
jurisdiction of another public agency and have been, or can and should be , adopted by that other
public agency.

c. , legal , social , technological , or other
considerations , make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the Final
EIR that would otherwise avoid or substantially lessen the identified significant environmental
effects of the Project.

2. 
record, it is hereby detemlined that:

a. 
the Project have been eliminated or substantially lessened where feasible.

b. 
unavoidable are acceptable due to the factors described in the Statement of Overriding
Considerations in Section IV.Q, above.

9/4/2003
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VI.

LA\793425.

APPROV ALS

The Board hereby takes the following actions:

The Board has certified the Final ErR for the Project , as described in Section 
above.

The Board hereby adopts , incorporates into the Project, and makes a condition of
the Project approval , all mitigation measures within the responsibility and
jurisdiction of the District and described in the Final EIR, and as discussed in the
Findings , Section II , above and Project Impacts and Disposition of Related
Mitigation Measures Identified in the Final EIR, Section IV , above.

The Board hereby adopts the Mitigation Monitoring Program , accompanying the
Final ErR and discussed in the Findings , Section IV. , above.

The Board hereby adopts the Findings in their entirety, as set forth above
including the Statement of Overriding Considerations.

Having certified the Final EIR, independently reviewed and analyzed the Final
ErR, incorporated mitigation measures into the Project as conditions of the Project
approval , and adopted the Findings (including the Statement of Overriding
Considerations set forth therein), the Board hereby approves the New High
School Project, as described in the Final EIR, including site approval and design.

9/4/2003



ATTACHMENT C

THREE PARTY AGREEMENT
RE HAM PARK

WITH JOINT ESCROW INSTRUCTIONS



THREE PARTY AGREEMENT RE HAM PARK
WITH JOINT ESCROW 

This Three Party Agreement re Ham Park with Joint Escrow Instructions is
dated for reference as of , 2003 ("Agreement"

), 

Lynwood ("City"), the County of Los Angeles ("County"), and the Lynwood Unified
School District ("District"), with regard to the following recitals:

Whereas, City is organized and exists as a municipal corporation under the laws
of the State of California; County is organized and exists 
corporate under the laws of the State of California; and District is organized and
exists as a public school district under the laws of the State of California;

Whereas, on or about May 7, 1953 , County executed a deed conveying to City
certain real property situated in City commonly known as Ham Park;

Whereas, on April 23 , 2002 , City and 
Understanding which provides in part that District plans to acquire Ham Park
and certain contiguous parcels of land in City, to build a new public high school;
on March 26, 2002, District duly and validly approved such project and an
Environmental Impact Report for Ham Park and said contiguous parcels of land
in City, to build a new high school;

Whereas, City and County , if
any, in Ham Park to District in lieu of condemnation by the District for school
purposes, and for no other reason;

Whereas, under Public Resources , the amount 
compensation for park land taken in eminent domain is set by law;

Whereas, under Government Code g 25550.7 certain restrictions are placed upon
any agreement between a City and County to modify or eliminate restrictions
limiting use of land to park use; 
Whereas, City, County, and 
accomplish the conveyance of , in 
condemnation, to establish a mechanism under which the District will pay the
compensation required by law for Ham Park, and to resolve any disputes among
City, County, and District as to Ham Park;
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Whereas, this 
Construction and the State Allocation Board pursuant to the requirements of 2
CCR 1859.2 et seq.

Now, therefore, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, City,
County, and District agree as follows:

PROPERTY. The Property" as used herein shall mean that
certain real property commonly known as Ham Park, in the City of Lynwood
County of Los Angeles, State of California, comprised of: (i) the land described
in Exhibit 1 attached and incorporated by reference; (ii) the improvements to
said land, namely all of City' s and County' s right, title and interest in and to all
structures and buildings attached to said land and fixtures placed on or attached
to said land as of the Close of , (iii) all rights, privileges

appurtenances and easements incidental to said land 
ownership of it.

ACQUISITION IN LIEU OF CONDEMNATION.

Acquisition of Property. 
acquiring the Property under the terms of this Agreement in lieu of but under
threat of condemnation.

Use of Compensation for Property. 
received from the District ("Compensation ) under this Agreement for park
purposes; namely, to acquire, develop and maintain in perpetuity one or more
parcels of land in City mutually agreeable to City and County, for public park
land purposes. City shall provide County forty-five (45) days prior notice of
City' s decision to use the Compensation received. , in
reasonable detail sufficient to allow the County to determine compliance with
this section, the use to be made of the Compensation. Within such forty-five
(45) day period, County shall provide City notice whether County agrees to such
use of the Compensation. If all or any part of the Compensation is not used for
such purposes, it shall promptly be returned to the District for refunding to the
State Allocation Board, except as provided for in Section 4.
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TRANSFER AND CONVEYANCE OF PROPERTY.

Purchase and 

subject only to the reversionary rights of the County under the 
defined in Section 4. , below), and has lawful authority to grant and convey
such interest to District under the terms of this Agreement and to perform City'
obligations under this Agreement.

Compensation. The 

shall be its appraised 938 314, as 
appraisal of Lea Appraisal"), conditioned upon approval of
such Appraisal by the District, and conditioned upon the Office of Public School
Cons~ction s and State Allocation Boards ' approval for one hundred percent
(100%) reimbursement to the 

governing law and 74. 1. The 
acknowledge and agree that such Compensation represents or exceeds the fair
market fee value of the Property, and is sufficient compensation to enable the
City to replace Ham Park and the facilities thereon. The Compensation equals
or exceeds 

characteristics and of substantially equal size located in an area which would
allow for use of the substitute park land and facilities by generally the same
persons who use the existing Ham Park and facilities, and the cost of acquiring
substitute facilities of the same type and number, plus the cost of development
of such substitute park land, including the placing of such substitute facilities
thereon, in , et seq.

(collectively, the "Substitute Park"

). 

applicability of Public Resources Code sections 5401 , et seq. , and Government
Code section 25550. , the parties agree that the standards for compensation set
forth in these sections are met by the 
Agreement. The District is obligated to payor provide no other compensation
except as provided for in this Agreement.

Payment of Compensation. Prior to , District shall deposit
with Escrow Holder: (i) the Compensation; and, (ii) any and all other sums to
be paid by District hereunder. Upon or after Close of Escrow, Escrow Holder
shall disburse the Compensation only pursuant to the joint written instructions
of the City and County, except as provided for in Section 4.
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3.4 Assumption of Obligations. From and , District shall
assume all liabilities and obligations for the Property arising at or after 

m. on the Close of Escrow ("Transfer Time

Possession. City shall deliver actual and legal possession of the Property to
District at Close of Escrow.

COUNTY' S REVERSIONARY INTEREST

County s Interest in Property. 
Property pursuant to a deed recorded at Book 41904, page 104, of the records
of the Los Angeles County Recorder, executed by County on or about May 7
1953

, ("

1953 Deed"), a copy of which is attached and incorporated by reference
as Exhibit 2, and County represents that it has lawful authority to grant and
convey such interest to District in lieu of condemnation under the terms of this
Agreement.

Transfer of Park Use Condition. 

1953 Deed restricts the Property' s use to public park and playground purposes
with a reverter to the County should the City fail, refuse or neglect to use the
Property for public park purposes. In order to 
Property to the District as contemplated in this Agreement, and to satisfy the
requirements of Government Code Section 25550.7 to the extent if any they are
applicable, the parties agree that the 1953 Deed restriction on the Property shall
be transferred to the , as provided for in 
conformity with Government Code Section 25550.7 to the extent if any it is
applicable, the District hereby agrees that the Property will be 
public purpose, namely, the construction of the New High School Project, and
the City hereby agrees that the Substitute Park to be acq~ired and constructed
shall be of substantially the same value as the Property and shall be devoted to
substantially the same public use, namely, public park purposes.

Retention of Fair Market Value of the Property in 
Holder shall retain in 040 000, from the
Compensation paid by the District, which the parties hereto acknowledge as the
fair market value of the Property (the "FMV Retention). The FMV Retention
will be held in Escrow until such time as the City awards the contract( 
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4.4

construction of the Substitute Park. The , may
authorize the release of the FMV Retentionto the City to fund Substitute Park
improvements prior to the award of the contract( 
Substitute Park, if the City has acquired all parcels necessary for the Substitute
Park and the County determines 

conforms with the provisions of this Agreement and Government Code Section
25550.7 (to the extent if any that it is applicable). Should the City fail to acquire
the property necessary for the Substitute Park within three (3) years of the date
of execution of this Agreement, at the sole option of the County, Escrow Holder
shall release the FMV Retention to the County and the County shall have no
further obligations pursuant to this Agreement except that the FMV Retention
shall be used by the County for park and recreation purposes only.

Restrictive Covenant. Upon , the City shall
deliver to the County a 
Exhibit 3 , in favor of the County, restricting the use of the entire Substitute Park
to public park and 
reverter in the Substitute Park in the event of violation of such use restrictions
(the "Restrictive Covenant"). The City agrees that it will provide the necessary
acceptance of the County' s Restrictive Covenant and that the County shall cause
the Restrictive Covenant from the City to the County to be recorded in the Los
Angeles County Recorder s Office.

Joint Use Agreement. 
joint use agreements, on mutually agreeable terms, that will permit the City to
use District facilities, and vice versa, for the purpose of continuing the City'
recreational programs and services currently utilizing the Property until such
time as the Substitute Park is completed and in compliance with section 10 of
the Memorandum of Understanding dated April 23 , 2002, between the Lynwood
Unified School District and the City of Lynwood. The 
shall be effective upon Close of Escrow.

CEQA Indemnification. The City shall defend, indemnify, and hold County
and County's elected and appointed officers, agents and employees free and
harmless from and against any and all liabilities, damages, Claims, costs and
expenses (including without limitation, attorneys' fees , legal 

consultants' fees) arising in whole or in part from any action or 
brought pursuant to the California , as
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amended (Public Resources Code section 21000 et seq.

), 

relating to the actions
of the City and County contemplated by this Agreement.

CONDITION OF TITLE AND PROPERTY.

Approval of 
preliminary title Title
Company ), dated as of August 19, 2002, Order No. 820772- , a true and
correct copy of which is attached and incorporated by reference as Exhibit 4.
District has approved the Title Report and all exceptions to title disclosed by the
Title Report. City warrants and 
title, liens, encumbrances or clouds on title to the Property.

Title Policy. A CL s Title Insurance Policy ("Title Policy ) shall be
issued by the Escrow Holder, or its underwriter, at the Close of 
District elects to have an AL , District shall pay all costs

associated with, and the premium for, said AL T A 
and premium that would have been incurred for a CL T policy. In addition

District shall obtain at its sole cost any survey required in connection with the
AL T A Policy and any 

be in an amount as determined by the District, for the protection of District as
a fee owner of the Property.

Intervening Liens or Encumbrances. City 
now and as of the Close of Escrow, that they each have not and will not have
voluntarily created or caused any lien, cloud or encumbrance to attach to the
Property other than as set forth in the 1953 Deed. 
to discharge any such lien, cloud or encumbrance of record at or prior to Close
of Escrow, in a manner reasonably acceptable to District. 
such lien, cloud or 
Escrow, District, at its sole and , may (in addition to any
other remedy it may have at law or in equity) 
receive a refund of any sums deposited with Escrow Holder, less any rental
value attributed to District' s interim use of the Property. 
cloud, encumbrance or 
Property, whether created or caused by City or County or otherwise, and which
is not shown in the Title Report or AL T A Survey, 
is not discharged prior to Close of Escrow, District, at its sole and 
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5.4

discretion, may terminate this Agreement and receive a refund of any sums
deposited with Escrow Holder.

Inspection of Property. District acknowledges that it has had the opportunity
to inspect the physical condition and operations of the Property, and .satisfied
itself as to the feasibility of 
Property.

Independent Investigation. As of the Close of Escrow, District shall have
independently investigated, analyzed and appraised to its satisfaction the value
and condition of the Property. Except as 
Agreement, District acknowledges that City does not hereby make, and has not
made, any warranties or representations, either expressed or implied, as to the
Property' s legal or physical condition, including but not limited 
compliance with any laws, codes, ordinances, rules, regulations, permits or
requirements regarding the Property; (ii) utility and infrastructure availability
or easements, including, without limitation, water, sewage, electricity and other
utilities, with respect to the , (iii) the presence of toxic wastes
hazardous materials or substances, or asbestos in, or about the Property.

Right of Entry. Until the Closing Date, or this Agreement is terminated, City
hereby grants District a limited right to enter upon the Property, at District' s sole
cost and expense, in order to further inspect, investigate, and test the Property,
provided that District shall restore any damage done to the Property as the result
of any such inspections, investigations, or tests. City may have a representative
present during any such inspection, investigation, or test. District shall exercise
such right of entry and access during normal business hours only after notice to
City and shall not disrupt City' s operation of the Property. Until the Closing
Date, or this Agreement is terminated, City hereby further grants Districts a
limited additional right to enter upon the Property, at D~strict's sole cost and
expense, in order to 
School Project. District shall comply with all applicable 
regulations applicable to the Property and shall indemnify, defend, and hold
harmless City from any and all claims, known or unknown, demands, liabilities
costs, expenses, penalties, damages, losses and liens, including, without
limitation, attorney fees, arising out of any 
District or its representatives, employees, agents, contractors, or designees.
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Warranties and Representations by City.

1 City 
or entity will, as of , have any right to 
Property prior to the Close of Escrow. City shall not enter into or create any
agreements affecting the Property which survive the Close of Escrow.

2 City 
of the Property, or given any other person or entity the right to purchase all or
any part of the Property.

City warrants and represents that it shall maintain the Property until the Close
of Escrow in its present condition, except for ordinary wear and tear. 
have the right to remove all of its items of personal property, to the extent not
valued in the Appraisal, from the Property prior to the Close of Escrow. Any of
City' s personal property not removed from the Property prior to the Close of
Escrow shall be deemed to be transferred and conveyed to District at Close of
Escrow. City shall not remove from the Property any fixtures or items relating
to the Property' s infrastructure, including but not limited to mechanical

electrical and plumbing systems and related components, including exterior light
fixtures and poles. Should 
then City shall be reimbursed for all costs incurred under this section.

City warrants and represents that it has no knowledge of any actions, lawsuits
or other proceedings pending or threatened before any administrative, executive
or legal court or tribunal, including without limitation any pending or threatened
bankruptcy proceedings or general assignment for the benefit of creditors by
City, which would affect the Property or the right to occupy or utilize the
Property ;

City warrants and represents that it has no knowledge of any claims for labor
performed, materials furnished or 
constructing, improving or repairing any of the Property which may result in a
claim of lien against the Property after the Close of Escrow. 
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CLOSING.

Escrow. The 
consummated by means of Escrow ) established at a~ 
company selected by District ("Escrow Holder ). The date on which a fully
executed copy of this Agreement is deposited with Escrow Holder shall be
referred to as the "Opening of Escrow." The 
Escrow with recorded 
County in form acceptable to Title Company upon the approval by the State
Allocation Board (if required by 
reimbursement of the Compensation 

Compensation into Escrow by the District (the "Closing Date ). If Escrow does
not close by the Closing Date due to breach by District, City and County and
each of them , in their respective sole 

discretion, to tenninate this Agreement, in which event this Agreement shall be
of no further force or effect. If Escrow does not close by the 
to any cause or reason other than District' s breach, District shall have the option
(in addition to any other remedy it may have at law or in equity), in its sole and
absolute discretion, to terminate this Agreement in writing, in which event this
Agreement shall be of no further force or effect and District shall be entitled to
a refund of any and all sums deposited with Escrow Holder. Although 
County, and District have agreed and are bound to said Closing Date, the term
Close of Escrow" as used herein shall mean that date when: (i) a grant deed

from County (in form acceptable to Title Company) conveying all of County'
right, title and 
Records; and, subsequently, (ii) a grant deed from City (in form acceptable to
Title Company) conveying the Property to District is recorded in the Official
Records.

Escrow Instructions. City, 
also constitute instructions to Escrow Holder. In addition, City, County, and
District agree to execute and deliver to the Escrow Holder such reasonable and
customary escrow instructions in the usual form 
purpose of consummating the transaction contemplated by this Agreement. To
the extent that there are any discrepancies between the terms of this Agreement
and any escrow instructions, the terms of this Agreement shall control. Escrow
Holder 
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consummate this transaction, including, among other duties of Escrow Holder
preparation of the deed to be executed by County, subject to approval by City
and District, and the deed to be executed by City, subject to approval by District
recordation of both deeds, and calculation of the prorations and Closing Costs
as defined below, required by this Agreement, as well as serving as depository
for all funds, instruments, and documents needed for the Close of Escrow. The
Escrow Holder shall also be instructed to issue at the Close of Escrow the Title
Policy provided for in Section 4.2 above showing marketable fee title to the
Property vested in District without any exceptions other than those previously
approved by District in writing.

District' s Obligations. On or before one (1) business day prior to the Closing
Date, District shall deliver to Escrow Holder all of the following:

The Compensation in immediately available funds;

All costs and fees required to be paid by District pursuant to this Agreement;

Such other documents and instruments as may be required herein or by the
Escrow Holder in order to , including but not
limited to the joint use agreement required by section 4.

3.4 City' s Obligations. On or before one (1) business day prior to the Closing Date
City shall deliver to Escrow Holder all of the following:

A fully 
District in form acceptable to District and Title Company (which deed shall be
recorded by Escrow Holder, at Close of Escrow after recordation of the deed
from the County described in section 6. 8 below);

Such other documents and instruments as may be required herein or by the
Escrow Holder in order to , including but not
limited to the joint use agreement required by section 4.

7 County s Obligations. On or before one (1) business day prior to the Closing
Date, County shall deliver to Escrow Holder all of the following:

A fully executed and acknowledged grant deed conveying all of its right, title
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and interest in the Property to City and Title Company, as set forth in section 6.
(which deed shall be recorded by Escrow Holder, at Close of Escrow before
recordation of the deed from the City described in section 6.3 .5 above);

Such other documents and instruments as may be required herein or by the
Escrow Holder in order to consummate this transaction.

6.4 Conditions to Close of Escrow.

6.4. District's obligation to consummate the Close of Escrow shall be conditioned
upon, fulfillment of all 
paYment of the Compensation under this Agreement, District's receipt at the
Close of Escrow of a title policy under the terms of this Agreement (in form
acceptable to District and excepting only matters approved in writing by District
prior to Close of s and County' s respective
obligations as set forth in Sections 6.3.4 through 6. 9 above, and each and all
of the representations and warranties made by City and County herein shall be
true in all material respects as of the Closing Date. District shall be permitted to
perform an inspection of the Property immediately prior to Close of Escrow in
an effort to confirm the same.

6.4. City' s obligation to consummate the Close of Escrow shall be conditioned upon
the fulfillment of County' s and District' s respective obligations as set forth in
Sections 6.3 through 6. 3 and 6. 7 through 6. , and upon approval by the
City Council of City at public hearing after 45 days ' notice as required by Public
Resources Code section 5406.

6.4. County' s obligation to consummate the Close of Escrow shall be conditioned
upon the fulfillment of City' s and District's resp~ctive obligations as set forth
in Sections 6.3 through 6. 6 respectively and upon approval by.the Board of
Supervisors.

Prorations. For purposes of calculating prorations, District shall be deemed to
be in title to the 
operation of the Property from and after the Transfer Time, and City shall be
responsible for the expenses from operation of the Property prior to the Transfer
Time. Any apportionments and prorations which are not expressly provided for
below shall be made in 
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County, California. Prior to the , a proration and 
statement executed by District and City shall be delivered to Escrow Holder for
purposes of Escrow Holder s completing the closing statement in connection
with consummation of 

adjustments, if and to the extent 
Escrow, shall be effected by an increase in the Compensation, if the prorations
result in a net credit to City, or by a , if the

prorations result in a net credit to District, at the Close of Escrow. Any such
adjustments not determined or not agreed upon as of the Close of Escrow shall
be paid by District to City, or by City to District, as the case may be, in cash as
soon as practicable following the Close of Escrow, which 
survive the Close of Escrow. A copy of the schedule of adjustments as agreed
upon by District and City shall be Closing Date. 
All water charges or utility charges, including without limitation, telephone , gas
and electricity, shall be prorated as of the Transfer Time. It is anticipated that
in connection with all such services, City and District shall make application to
the provider thereof to have such services changed to the name of District or its
designee as of the Close of Escrow.

All expenses with respect to the Property shall be prorated as of the Transfer
Time.

Closing Costs. For purposes of this Agreement

, "

Closing Costs" shall mean
escrow fees, City documentary transfer taxes, document preparation charges
and acknowledgment and recording costs, but shall not include any attorney fees
or other such costs and 
District.

City shall pay (to the extent, if any, that the District is not reimbursed by the
State): (i) The premium for a standard CLTA Owner s Policy of Title Insurance;
(ii) County documentary transfer taxes, if any, on the deeds and documents to
be recorded pursuant to this Agreement; and (iii) The cost of any of City' s other
obligations under this Agreement.

County shall pay the cost of any of County' s obligations under this Agreement.
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District shall pay: (i) Any Policy of Title
Insurance, if District elects to receive same and the cost of any 
endorsements desired by District; (ii) all other Closing Costs not to be paid by
others under this , (iii) The cost of s other

obligations under this Agreement.

EMINENT DOMAIN

Election to Terminate. If on or before the Close of Escrow any portion of the
Property is taken or threatened to be taken by condemnation or other power of
eminent domain paramount , then
District may, in addition to any other remedy it may have in law or in equity, by
written notice given to City and Title 
District shall have s sole and 
discretion, elect to terminate this Agreement, or proceed with the transaction
contemplated hereby in accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in
Section 7.

Election Not to Terminate. If on or before the Close of Escrow any part of the
Property is taken or threatened to be taken by condemnation or other power of
eminent domain paramount to the power invested in City or District, but this
Agreement is not 1 above, then 
Compensation shall be reduced by an amount equal to the sum, if any, that was
paid to City or County for such taking and City and County shall assign, transfer
and set over to District all of their respective right, title and interest, if any, in
and to any awards that may in the future be made for such taking or threatened
taking.

No Waiver. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed as a waiver of any
right the District may have to acquire the subject property in eminent domain.

MISCELLANEOUS.

Indemnity. City, County, and District hereby agree to indemnify, defend, hold
harmless and release the others from any claims, known or unknown, demands
liabilities, costs, expenses, penalties, damages, losses , including

attorney fees, arising out of each parties ' respective acts or omissions relating
to this Agreement.
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8.4

Governing Law; Interpretation. This Agreement shall be 
interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of California in accordance
with its fair meaning and not strictly for or against any party hereto.

Successors; Non-Assignability. This Agreement and all terms hereof are
binding upon and inure to the benefit of the respective successors of the parties
hereto. No party hereto shall assign rights or obligations hereunder without the
prior written consent of the others, which consent may be withheld or granted
in the sole discretion of the parties requested to grant such consent.

Marginal Headings; The titles of the 
Agreement are for convenience of reference only and are not intended to enlarge
or diminish the rights or obligations of the parties hereto.

Cumulative Rights; No Waiver. Duties and obligations 
Agreement and rights and obligations hereunder are in addition to and not in
lieu of any imposed by or available at law or in equity. No action or failure to
act by a party hereto shall be deemed a waiver of any right or remedy afforded
hereunder or acquiesce or approval of any breach or default by another party
hereto.

Severability. If any provision of this , invalid
unenforceable or void by any court of competent jurisdiction, such provision
shall be deemed stricken and deleted here from, but all remaining provisions will
remain and continue in full force and effect.

Exhibits. All exhibits attached to, and , this
Agreement are incorporated into, and shall be deemed a part of this Agreement.

Form of All instruments and be executed and

delivered under this Agreement by any party to any other party shan be in a
form satisfactory to the other party.

Independent J Each of the parties has read this
Agreement in its entirety and is fully aware of its contents. Each of the parties
executes this Agreement acting upon its independent judgment and after the
opportunity to obtain advice relating to this Agreement from independent legal
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counsel without any representation, express or implied, of any nature, from each
to the other, except as specifically set forth herein.

10 Each of the parties hereto agrees to do any further acts and to
execute and deliver any other documents or instruments as may be reasonably
required to give full effect to the provisions of this Agreement.

11 The individual 
warrants and represents that he/she is authorized to execute this Agreement and
bind that party to all terms hereof.

12 This Agreement may be 
counterparts, all of which together shall constitute a single instrument, and each
of which 
notwithstanding that less than all 
Facsimile signatures shall be effective and valid for all purposes as if they were
originals.

13 This Agreement is the entire agreement of City, County, and
District with respect to the Property, containing all of the terms and conditions
to which City, County, and District have agreed. This Agreement supersedes
and replaces entirely all , offers

counter offers, acceptances, if any, of City, County, and District respecting the
Property.

14 Approval and The parties 
Agreement shall not be binding or enforceable upon any of parties unless and
until t his Agreement has been approved 0 r 
governing bodies, notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement.

15 Notices. Notices hereunder shall be valid only if addressed to a party as set forth
in the Agreement, or as modified by notice hereunder. Notices shall be effective
only if by personal delivery requiring signature acknowledging receipt or by
United States Mail, Certified, Return Receipt Requested, First Class, postage
fully prepaid. Notices under this Agreement shall be addressed and delivered as
follows:

L YNWOOD 
THREE PARTY AGREEMENT RE HAM PARK



If to City:

CITY MANAGER
City of Lynwood
11330 Bullis Road
Lynwood, California 90262

If to County:

Chief Administrative Officer, Real Estate Division
222 North Hill Street, 3rd 

Los Angeles, CA 90012
Attn: Carlos Brea

If to District:

SUPERINTENDENT
Lynwood Unified School District
11321 Bullis Road
Lynwood, California 90262

16 The terms, warranties and representations in this Agreement
shall survive the Close of Escrow and the delivery, acceptance and/or recordation of
any deed or document described in this Agreement.

ACCEPTED AND AGREED:

L YNWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
THREE PARTY AGREEMENT RE HAM PARK



L ynwood Unified School 

By:

Title: BOARD PRESIDENT

By:

Title: CLERK

Approved as to Form

By:

Counsel for Lynwood Unified School
District

L YNWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
THREE PARTY AGREEMENT RE HAM PARK

City of Lynwood

By:

Title:MA YOR

Attested by:

Title: CLERK

Approved as to Form

By:

Lynwood City Attorney



ATTEST:

VIOLET VARONA-LUKENS
Executive Officer of 

Supervisors

By:
Deputy

Approved as to Form
LLOYD W. PELLMAN
County Counsel

L YNWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
THREE PARTY AGREEMENT RE HAM PARK

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

By:
Chair, Board of Supervisors
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EXHIBIT 

That certain real property in the City of Lynwood commonly known as Ham Park
and more particularly described as follows:

THAT PORTION OF LOT SLAUSON TRACT", IN THE RANCHOSAN ANTONIO, IN THE CITY COUNTY Of ANGELES , STATE OF CALIFORNIA , AS PER MAP RECORDED IN BOOK
3 PAGE 348 OF MISCELLANEOUS RECORDS , IN THE 
COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT A POINT 
DISTANT 1382. 16 FEET EASTERLY FROM THE 
THEREOF; THENCE SOUTHERLY, PARALLEL WITH 
LINE OF SAID LOT, 912. 78 FEET; THENCE EASTERLY PARALLEL WITHTHE NORTHERLY LINE OF 

, 515.34 FEET TO A DISTANT 
LOT; THENCE NORTHERLY, PARALLEL WITH SAID 
912. 78 FEET, MORE OR LESS , TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT;
THENCE \VESTERL Y ALONG SAID 

, 539. 10 FEET TOTHE POINT OF BEGINNING.

INCLUDING ANY PORTION THEREOF INCLUDED IN
, OR UNDERLYINGSTREETS, ALLEYS, AND , AND INTEREST IN THE 

ALLEYS AND PUBLIC THOROUGHFARES.
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EXHIBIT 3



EXHIBIT 3

Recording requested by and
when recorded return to:

County of Los Angeles
Chief Administrative Office, Real Estate Division
222 South Hill Street, 3rd Floor
Los Angeles , California 90012
Attention:

This instrument is exempt from recording fees pursuant to Government Code 996103 and 

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT

This Restrictive Covenant (this "Covenant") is made and entered into as of the

day of 2003 , by the , a municipal corporation (the

City ), in favor ofthe COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES , a body corporate and politic (the

County ), with reference to the following facts:

RECITALS

The City is the owner of certain real property located in the City of

Lynwood , County of Los Angeles , State of California, commonly known as the Substitute Park

Property, which real property is legally described in Exhibit "
A" attached hereto and incorporated

herein by this reference (the "Property

Concurrently herewith , the County is releasing a restrictive covenant

encumbering other real property of the City, and in exchange therefor
, the City is providing this

Restrictive Covenant in favor of the County to encumber the Property.

NOW THEREFORE, it is agreed as follows:



The City hereby covenants and agrees that the Property shall be used only

for public park and playground purposes and that if and when the City ceases to use the Property

for public park and playground purposes or ceases to maintain the personal property located

thereon for use commensurate with park and recreational purposes on the Property, the real or

personal property or both as the case may be shall automatically revert to the County of Los

Angeles without further notice.

The City further covenants and agrees that at all times and under all

circumstances the Property shaIl be equally open to residents of incorporated and unincorporated

territory and there shall be no discrimination against or preference
, gratuity, bonus or other

benefit given to residents of incorporated areas not equally accorded residents of 

territory.

This instrument constitutes the entire agreement of the parties hereto with

respect to the subject matter hereof, and no modifications hereof shall be of any force or effect

until signed by the party to be charged.

Invalidation of any covenant, condition or restriction or any other

provision contained herein by a court of competent jurisdiction shall in no \vay affect any of the

other covenants, conditions or restrictions or provisions hereof
, or the application thereof to any

other person or entity, and the same shall remain in full force and effect.

The terms hereof shall run with the land, and shall be a burden upon the

Property and is enforceable by the County only.

The terms of this Covenant shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit

of, as the case may require , the respective heirs , successors in interest, and assigns of the parties

hereto.



IN 'vV1TNESS WHEREOF , the parties hereto have entered into this Restrictive

Covenant as of the day and year first above written.

CITY OF L YNWOOD

By:

MA YOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO 

By:
CITY ATTORNEY



State of California

) ss.

County of Los AngelesOn , before me
Notary Public, personally appeared 

, personally 

person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that
he/she/they executed the same in hislher/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by hislher/their
signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s)
acted , executed the instrument.

, a

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature

(seal)

State of California

) ss.

County of Los Angeles

On , 2003 , before me
Notary Public , personally appeared

, personally known to 
person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that
he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their
signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s)
acted , executed the instrument.

, a

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature

(seal)
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NORTH AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY
3780 KILROY AIRPORT 
LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90806
(562) 988-7870 FAX 0359

MAIL: mheil~atic. com

~i~ J ~

, (~ . - ~ ...

(L- 

. ~_

1 \

~. . : ~' .- ..:.,...

~ . i' I ;.i 

;;q, .- ~~ : .-...

PHONE

. CUTLER & ASSOCIATES
610 PACIFIC COAST HWY. #100

. SEAL BEACH, CA 

. ATTENTION: JULIE REF: 
OUR . 00illER NO. : 820772-89

DATED AS OF AUGUST 19, 2002 AT 7: 30 A. 

IN RESPONSE TO THE ABOVE REFERENCED APPLICATION FOR 
INSURANCE

NORTH AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY

HEREBY REPORTS TIIAT 
, AS OF 

HEREOF, A 
OR INTEREST THEREIN HEREINAFTER SET FORTH, 
SUSTAINED BY REASON 
AN EXCEPTION IN SCHEDULE B OR NOT EXCLUDED FROM COVERAGE PURSUANT 
SCHEDULES , CONDITIONS AND STIPULATIONS OF 

THE PRINTED EXCEPTIONS AND EXCLUSIONS FROM THE COVERAGE OF SAID POLICY OR 
ARE SET FORTH IN THE ATTACHED LIST. COPIES OF THE POLICY FORMS SHOULD 
ARE AVAILABLE FROM THE OFFICE WHICH ISSUED THIS 

TIllS 
PURPOSE OF POLICY OF 
LIABILITY IS ASSUMED HEREBY. IF IT IS DESIRED THAT LIABILI1Y 
THE 
REQUESTED .

PLEASE READ THE EXCEPTIONS SHOWN 
EXCLUSIONS SET FORTH IN 
AND EXCLUSIONS ARE MEANT TO 
COVERED UNDER THE TERMS OF THE TITLE INSURANCE POLICY 

AllD SHOULD BE CAREFULLY
CONSIDERED.

IT IS IMPORTANT TO NOTE THAT THIS 
SENTATION AS 
AND ENCUMBRANCES AFFECTING TITLE TO THE LAND.

THE FORM OF POLICY OF TITLE INSURANCE CONTEMPLATED BY THIS REPORT 

CALIFORNIA LAND TITLE ASSOCIATION STANDARD COVERAGE POLICY

ak ~A
TITLE FFICER: M E. 

-1-820772-89

~/tf,,4/r If



NEW LEGISLATION - PLEASE READ IMMEDIATELY

CALIFORNIA ASSEMBLY BILL 512 ("AB 512" IS EFFEcrIVE ON
JANUARY 1, 1990 UNDER AB 512, ALL TITLE COMPANIES MAY ONLY MAKE
FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR 
FOLLOWING RULES;

SAME DAY AVAILABILITY DISBURSEMENT ON THE DATE OF 
IS ALLOWED ONLY WHEN FUNDS ARE DEPOSITED TO NATC IN 

CAS
BY ELECTRONIC TRANSFER (WIRE) BEAR IN MIND THAT CASH WILL
BE ACCEPTED FROM CUSTOMERS ONLY UNDER SPECIAL 
AS INDIVIDUALLY APPROVED BY MANAGEMENT.

NEXT DAY AVAILABILITY IF FUNDS ARE DEPOSITED 
CASHIER' S CHECKS, CHECKS,
DISBURSEMENT MAY BE 
DEPOSIT. A " TELLER' S CHECK" IS ONE INSURED
FINANCIAL AGAINST 
INSTITUTION (E. , A SAVINGS AND CHECK
DRAWN AGAINST AN FDIC INSURED 

7 DAY AVAILABILITY (REGULATION . IF 
BY CHECKS OTHER THAN THOSE DESCRIBED IN PARAGRAPHS 1 
ABOVE , DISBURSEMENT MAY OCCUR ON THE DAY WHEN FUNDS MUST 
MADE 
REGULATION CC. HOLD" ON SOME CHECKS OF 3-
DAYS OR LONGER IN SOME DRAFTS,
PRIVATE CORPORATION AND COMPANY CHECKS , AND 
FROM MORTGAGE COMPANIES THAT ARE CHECKS ARE
AMONG THOSE CHECKS SUBJEcr TO SUCH 

(FOR FURTHER DETAILS, CONSULT CHAPTER 598 , STATUTES OF 1989.

NOTE; THE 
BY . INSURANCE 
INSURERS.

FOR YOUR INFORMATION, OUR WIRE INSTRUCTIONS 

COMERICA BANK
411 WEST LAFAYETTE
DETROIT, MICHIGAN

ROUTING NUMBER/ABA #121137522
ACCT #1891528331

FOR CREDIT TO NORTH AMERICAN TITLE 

ORDER #820772-

PLEASE REFERENCE NATC' S ORDER NUMBER FOR TIMELY CREDIT.

820772- -2 -



ORDER NO. 820772 

SCHEDULE A

1. THE ESTATE 
REFERRED TO COVERED BY THIS REPORT HEREINAFTER DESC~IBED

A FEE

2. TITLE TO SAID ESTATE OR INTEREST AT THE DATE HEREOF IS VESTED 

CITY OF LYNWOOD/ A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

3. THE LAND REFERRED TO IN THIS REPORT IS SITUATED 
CALIFORNIA/ COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES AND IS DESCRIBED AS 

DESCRIPTION CONTAINED IN " LEGAL DESCRIPTION"
ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART 

820772-89
-3 -



ilLEGAL DESCRIPTIONII

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1 OF THE " SLAUSON TRACT" , IN THE ANTONIO, IN , COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, .STATE OFCALIFORNIA AS PAGE .. 348 MISCELLANEOUS RECORDS IN 
SAID COUNTY , DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT A POINT IN THE NORTHERLY LINE OF 
DISTANT1382. 16 

SOUTHERLY , PARALLEL WITH THE WESTERLY LINE , 912.FEET; PARALLEL WITH THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID
LOT, 515. 34 FEET TO A POINT DISTANT 
EASTERLY LINE 
EASTERLY LINE, 912. 78 FEET, MORE OR LESS , TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF
SAID LOT; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHERLY 10 TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPT ANY PORTION THEREOF INCLUDED IN 

A. P . N. 

820772-89 -4 -



ORDER NO. 820772-89

. 820772-89

SCHEDULE B

AT THE DATE HEREOF EXCEPTIONS TO COVERAGE IN ADDITION TO 
PRINTED 
DESIGNATED ON THE FACE 
FOLLOWS:

GENERAL AND 
COLLECTED WITH TAXES, INCLUDING UTILITY ASSESSMENTS

ARE ALIEN NOT YET 
2002-2003.

GENERAL/SPECIAL PROPERTY TAXES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2000/2001
POSSIBLE PRIOR YEARS WERE NOT ASSESSED. AND

APN NO. : 6189-032- 900

THE LIEN OF SUPPLEMENTAL 
, ASSESSED PURSUANT TOTHE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER 3. (COMMENCING WITH SECTION 

THE REVENUE AND TAXATION CODE OF THE STATE OF 

WATER RIGHTS , CLAIMS OR TITLE TO WATER , WHETHER OR NOTBY THE PUBLIC RECORDS. SHOWN

THE EFFECT OF THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS AS PROVIDED IN A 
RECORDED JUNE OF RECORDS.

SAID PROPERTY IS COMMONLY KNOWN AS LUGO 

THIS DEED IS MADE AND ACCEPTED UPON THE FOLLOWING 
SUBSEQUENT VI Z: 
BY GRANTEE FOR PUBLIC PARK PURPOSES ONLY; THAT THE 
PROVISION IS HEREBY DECLARED TO BE A CONDITION UPON WHICH THE
TITLE OF THE GRANTEE TO THE SAID PROPERTY 
CONVEYED SHALL DEPEND AND UPON BREACH OF SAID 
SAID PROPERTY SHALL REVERT UNTO THE 
ANGELES.

THE FACT THAT SAID LAND IS INCLUDED WITHIN A PROJECT AREA 
THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY SHOWN BELOW AND FOR THE REDEVELOPMENT OF SAID PROJECT 
UNDER THE REDEVELOPMENT LAW ( 
ONLY 
DISCLOSED BY A DOCUMENT.

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY: PROJECT AREA A 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
DECEMBER 18, 1980
80-1272415, OF OFFICIAL RECORDS

RECORDED:
INSTRUMENT NO. :



820772-89

THE REQUIREMENT THAT WE BE 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF CITY OF LYNWOOD AUTHORIZING THE CURRENT
TRANSACTION.

AN EASEMENT AFFECTING THE PORTION OF SAID LAND 
PURPOSE STATED HEREIN AND INCIDENTAL PURPOSES. THEFOR

IN FAVOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICTFOR STORM DRAIN PURPOSES 
AN EASEMENT AFFECTING THE PORTION OF SAID LAND 
PURPOSE STATED HEREIN AND INCIDENTAL FOR THE

IN FAVOR THE CITY OF LYNWOOD 

********** 

0 F R E P 0 R T 

********
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SPECIAL NOTE A:

NOTICE OF CHANGE IN OWNERSHIP RECORDING PROCEDURE

EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 
480. 3 OF THE REVENUE AND TAXATION 
DOCUMENTS THAT MUST ACCOMPANIED BY A PRELIMINARY CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP 
BE COMPLETED BY THE TRANSFEREE.

IF THIS SPECIAL REPORT 
RECORDING, AN ADDITIONAL RECORDING FEE OF $20.

, AS REQUIREDBY LAW, WILL BE CHARGED.

PRELIMINARY CHANGE IN OWNERSHIP 
COMPLETE THEM , AND 
AFFECTED BY . FROM RECORDER' S OFFICE OR THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ASSESSOR.

SPECIAL NOTE B:

PAYOFF REOUIREMENT:

IF ANY OF THE DEEDS OF TRUST 
SECURES A REVOLVING CREDIT LOAN, THIS COMPANY WILL 
TO CLOSING 

THE BORROWER PROVIDE 
FREEZE THE LOAN FROM FURTHER DISBURSEMENTS AND 
BE PROVIDED WITH PROOF THAT THE ACCOUNT HAS BEEN 
AND THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE 

ALL UNUSED CHECKS , VOIDED CHECKS AND/OR CREDIT CARDS
SUBMITTED TO THIS COMPANY.

THERE ARE NO OUTSTANDING CHECKS UNPAID.

SHOULD THE COMPANY BE UNABLE TO ASCERTAIN 
MORE OF THE ABOVE HAVE NOT BEEN COMPLIED WITH, 
WITHHOLD FROM THE PROCEEDS THE 
LOAN OBLIGATION UNTIL SUCH TIME AS WE 
THE PAYOFF WAS SUFFICIENT TO OBTAIN A FULL 

820772-89



SPECIAL NOTE C:

(HOMEOWNERS' ASSOCIATION LIENS) 

PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF TITLE INSURANCE IT NECESSARYTHAT 
HOMEOWNERS ' . ASSOCIATION OF 

WHICHWILL PROVIDE THAT ALL LIENS , CHARGES AND/OR ASSESSMENTS LEVIED SAID LAND HAVE BEEN PAID. SAID STATEMENT SHOULD PROVIDE 
UP TO AND INCLUDING THE 
UNNECESSARY DELAYS AT THE TIME OF 
AND 

NOTE NO.

THIS REPORT IS INCOMPLETE. WE WILL 
INFORMATION FROM THE PARTIES INDICATED 
PRIOR TO CLOSING, IN ORDER TO COMPLETE THIS REPORT 
THE EFFECT OF DOCUMENTS , PROCEEDINGS LIENS, DECREESOTHER MATTERS WHICH DO NOT SPECIFICALLY DESCRIBE 
BUT WHICH, IF ANY DO EXIST , MAY AFFECT THE LIENS OR ENCUMBRANCES 

ALL 

NOTE: THE 
COMPLETE THE SEARCH AND EXAMINATION OF TITLE 
THIS ORDER. 
ARE INDEXED BY NAME ONLY , AND 
STATEMENT OF INFORMATION ASSISTS THE COMPANY IN 
ELIMINATION OF 
INVOLVE THE PARTIES , BUT 
PARTY WITH THE SAME OR SIMILAR NAME.

BE ASSURED THAT THE STATEMENT OF INFORMATION IS ESSENTIAL AND
WILL BE KEPT STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL TO THIS 

NOTE NO.

THIS CHARGE FOR POLICY OF 
THROUGH THIS WILL INSURANCE RATE.

IF 
THE 

820772-89 -8-



NORTH AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY
LENDERS SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT

. ATTENTION:

ORDER NO. 82.0772-
REF

DATED AS OF AUGUST 19. 2002 AT 7:30 A.

TITLE OFFICER: MIKE HElL

THE ABOVE NUMBERED REPORT 
THERETO) IS 
THE 
AMERICAN LAND TITLE ASSOCIATION LOAN FORM POLICY OF TITLE 
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